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G. T. Gillespie (page 5) 


Segregation, by reducing the num- 
ber of points of contact, tends to 
lessen friction and tension, and es- 
pecially if there is clear recognition 
on the part of both races that the 
chief reason for segregation is the 
desirability of preventing such inti- 
macies as might lead to inter-mar- 
riage and the amalgamation of the 
races, then the chief occasion for 
misunderstanding and discrimina- 
tion is removed... . 

There is certainly no ground for 
the charge that racial segregation is 
displeasing to God, unjust to man, 
or inherently wrong. . .. There would 
appear to be no reason for conclud- 
ing that segregation is un-Christian. 


Donald G. Miller :. 10) 


One of the most subtle dangers to 
which we are all prone is to clothe 
our sin in the garments of sanctity 
by false appeals to the Bible, and to 
shelter our spirits from the sharp 
thrusts of the Holy Spirit within a 
fortress built by misinterpretation of 
Holy Scripture. . . . 


war > 


The whole argument here [in the 
Mississippi statement] is question- 
able inference based on questionable 
inference, then the addition -of ele- 
ments which in no way enter the pas- 
sage, and finally an application to 
a contemporary situation about 
which the passage has nothing to 
say. If this is the way to interpret 
the ‘‘only infallible rule of faith and 
practice’ in determining the will of 
God for our time, then we might as 
well seek guidance in Alice in Won- 
derland!... 

When, in the face of the almost 
universal testimony of the church in 
our time, we are willing to utilize 
such highly questionable methods of 
interpreting the Bible to bolster a 
dying tradition, it is time to face 
squarely the question: Are we will- 
ing to hear the living Word of God 
in the Bible, or is our fear of God 
“a commandment of men learned 
by rote’? Would it not be theo- 
logically, psychologically, and mor- 
ally better to grant the judgment of 
God’s Word on this question, but 
frankly to admit that our sinfulness 
makes us unwilling to obey it, than 
to clothe tradition in the sanctity of 
an alleged divine approval? 
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John H. Marion (. 15) 


The fact that boys and girls of 
different ethnic groups attend the 
same school does not mean that the 
girls of any group have to marry, or 
even have dates, across any social 
lines they choose to draw. To any 
young man who so proposes, they 
can always say no. . . . Perhaps no- 
where on earth are social lines more 
strictly drawn than in many areas 
of the South, and those lines, no 
matter who goes to what school, can 
be as rigid as individuals choose to 
make them. . 

lf | understand birds at all, they 
flock together by instinct. They 
need no bird-made laws to make 
them mate with their kind. What's 
more, when left to their better na- 
tures they don’t fly around denying 
the best things in God’s world to 
their fellow-birds because they think 
they are somehow superior birds. 
Birds of prey do that, but most birds 
owt... 

The brotherhood of man is not an 
Anglo-Saxon institution, and because 
it isn’t, segregation—for much toc 
long—has been selling America 
short. 


Segregation and the Will of God 











Letters to the Editors 





Onthe Effort to Dissolve the Union Committee 





Which Way Is Forward? 


To THE OUTLOOK: 


We prayed for guidance, and we are 
quite ready to believe that our prayers 
were answered, and that it is not the will 
of God that the severed groups of Presby- 
terianism in our country should be re- 
united AT THIS TIME or UNDER THIS 
PLAN. 

However, when presbyteries vote to 
overture the General Assembly to dissolve 
the Committee on Cooperation and Union 
in order that we may go FORWARD 
WITH CHRIST, we find ourselves in some 
distress. We cannot believe that Christ 
is headed in that direction—the direction 
of an established policy of separatism and 
sectionalism. 

Ropert EXcey Fry. 
Hollywood, Fla. 


Now, Avoid Dissipation 
To Tue OUTLOOK: 

As one years ago on the staff of The 
Continent and more recently Denver cor- 
respondent of The Tribune, I wish to join 
others in extending my best wishes to the 
union of a U.S. church paper and a USA 
paper. With delay of denominational 
union, we need all the more a well-sup- 
ported independent but loyal organ to 
blend the viewpoints. 


Self-Dedication 


And follow me.—Mark 8:34. 
Matthew 16:24-28. 


He did not tell them where; love and 
duty never do. ‘They reserve their self- 
revelation for successive stages of the 
roads they ask us to follow. They only 
assure us they will not mislead us. 

The scholar in his quest can do no 
more than follow truth; the bride at the 
altar can do no more than pledge herself 
to love. The questing saint can do no 
more than pledge himself to goodness. 
How little we know, in the self-dedica- 
tions with which we begin, where love 
and truth will lead us or what strange 
roads we shall travel. 

And yet life leaves us no other choice. 
Our wisdom is to find the true guide, serve 
the sovereign causes, and follow on. They 
assure us of blessed comradeships; they 
bring with them their own empowerment 
and the summits they reach are touched 
with fadeless light. 


O Lord our God, who has given us 
thy word to be a lamp unto our feet and 
a light unto our path, grant us grace to 
receive thy truth in faith and love and 
follow every good word of them to the 
glory of thy name; through Jesus Christ, 
our Lord. AMEN. 

—GAIUS GLENN ATKINS in The Fellow- 


ship of Prayer, distributed by the National 
Council of Churches. Used by permission. 


Read 


. 

What may be needed now is to avoid 
what I will call dissipation. How much 
better to unite at the top level than by 
driblets, with shrinkage. 

This is a migratory era. And there are 
more communities in our nation with a 
USA church alone to welcome migrants 
than there are with U. S. churches alone. 
It may also be noted that in 1952 and 
1953 36 U. S. ministers migrated into the 
USA Church—would not wait for union. 
Five years? The minority in our South- 
land might be surprised to learn how many 
new members in our Denver churches 
came from U. S. churches “down South.” 

May the Spirit of Christ infuse into 
every branch of the churches by whatever 
name known the spirit of mutual trust 
and cooperation in the promotion of his 
cause not alone in the world but even at 
home. 

ARTHUR B. Cooper. 
Denver, Colo. 


To U.S. Ministers 


To THE OUTLOOK: 


In order to be certain that names and 
addresses will be printed correctly in the 
Alphabetical List in Part II of the General 
Assembly Minutes, every minister is re- 
quested to examine the list published in 
the last issue. If there is need for cor- 
rection, or a change in address has oc- 
curred and you are not sure it has been 
reported to me, kindly send, on a postal 
card, your name and address as you desire 
them printed in the Minutes. Please do 
this promptly so all changes can be made 
before printer receives list. 

E. C. Scort, Stated Clerk 
341-A Ponce de Leon Avenue, N.E., 
Atlanta 5, Georgia 


“To Anti-Union Leaders” 
An Open Letter to the Anti-Union Leaders: 


In your communcations you speak of 
your victory over the pro-Union forces. 
You have won a victory. You have won 
a victory by spreading fear and doubt 
through the Assembly and by engendering 
suspicion between men of goodwill and 
by willfully and maliciously dirtying the 
reputation and character of honorable 
men. You have won by appealing to every 
known weakness and prejudice of the 
people of the South. Instead of building 
up you have torn down. 

You have won a battle but you have lost 
a war. You have placed your cause com- 
pletely beyond the reach of victory. When 
the tactics you have used are seen by the 
people you beguiled they will look upon 
you in scorn. God in his wisdom has al- 
lowed the forces of division and blindness 
and self-righteousness to win that your 
works might be seen and that you might 
be held to them by bars of iron. For the 
mark of this unholy victory is upon you 
and no water can wash it away. You 
have committeed an offense in Israel. 
Jesus said, ““Woe unto the world because 
of offenses! for it must needs be that 
offenses come; but woe to that man by 
whom the offense cometh!” Is it allow- 
able to say, “Thus saith the Lord‘? or 
shall we just raise the question and let 
history confirm it. 

Rosert D. DAFFIN. 
Franklin Hill, Pa. 


Hudson Book 


To THE OUTLOOK: 


I have been asked to write a book on 
the life of Dr. William E. Hudson and I 
will appreciate it very much if anyone 
who has any material or information 
about him will send it to me. I am par- 
ticularly interested in getting human in- 
terest stories and information about his 
work at Tygart’s Valley, in Huntington, 
West Virginia, and also while he was 
working for the General Assembly’s Home 
Mission Commitee. 

BERNARD E. Barn, Supt. 
Presbyterian Home, Lynchburg, Va. 





Wilbur La Roe Says: 


Ministers’ Wives. Ladies, how would 
you like to be the wife of a minister? If 
you have the following qualities your ap- 
plication will be considered: Infinite tact 
and patience; first class musician; good 
speaker; good mixer; deeply consecrated; 
excellent cook and seamstress; tolerance; 
ability to smile through tears; expert in 
home economics; expert in public rela- 
tions; very tough hide. Line forms on 
the right. 

Character. How can any man expect 
to be close to God unless he is constantly 
at work trying to improve his character? 
It is our sins and weaknesses that prevent 
the love of God from flowing into our 
lives. It is the pure in heart who see 
God. When we work hard trying to im- 
prove our moral stature, divine love au- 
tomatically flows in. 

Seminaries. What can be done to 
make our laymen understand the crucial 
importance of our theological seminaries? 
How can the church move forward with- 
out an adequate number of able minis- 
ters? How can we get enough able min- 
isters if our seminaries are weak? If 
there is any point on the whole Christian 
battle-line that needs strengthening, this 
Is It. 
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October Publication 
Set for Joint Hymnal 


PHILADELPHIA (RNS)—Publication for 
the new joint Presbyterian-Reformed 
hymnal, the Hymnbook, has been set for 
next Oct. 17, it was announced here by 
officials of the hymnal joint committee. 

Cooperating in the hymnbook project 
are the Presbyterian Church, USA; the 
Presbyterian Church, U.S.; the United 
Presbyterian Church, the Associate Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church, and the 
Reformed Church in America. 

The book is described by its sponsors 
as “a major development in Protestant 
hymnody in this generation.” 


Tennessee Law to Help 


Missionary Car Drivers 


NASHVILLE, TENN. (RNS)—A bill that 
will make it easier for Christian mission- 
aries overseas to renew their Tennessee 
drivers licenses became law with the sig- 
nature of Gov. Frank Clement. 

The measure applies to any person who 
is now or who hereafter will be in a for- 
eign country in the employment of a re- 
ligicus or charitable organization. 

The individual employed in the for- 
eign land or a member of his family liv- 
ing there who holds a driver’s license in 
Tennessee may without additional exam- 
ination in the state get his driver’s license 
renewed. This can be accomplished by 
submitting to the Tennessee department 
of safety a certificate issued by a phy- 
sician certifying that the person is quali- 
fied physically to drive a motor vehicle. 

Missionaries overseas need drivers li- 
censes from states in the United States 
in order to get overseas driving permits. 
Sometimes their state driving licenses 
have expired because they were not back 
in the state at renewal time. Consequently 
they became ineligible to drive overseas. 

The law was designated to help term 
missionaries. 


CWS Record 


Church World Service, interdenomina- 
tional world relief agency, shipped 30,- 
648,792 pounds of emergency relief ma- 
terials valued at $12,134,750 overseas in 
1954, setting a new record. 


Tex-Mex President 
To Retire July 1 


President S. Brooks McLane of the 
Texas-Mexican Industrial Institute, 
Kingsville, Texas, has resigned his post 
effective July 1 for health reasons. 

Dr. McLane, who is now 65, has been 
associated with the school for more than 
41 years, one year less than the age of 
the school. He was made principal in 
1918 and president in 1932. He suc- 
ceeded the founder, James W. Skinner. 

Tex-Mex, as it is popularly called, has 
an enrollment of slightly more than 100 
boys of Mexican citizenship or descent. 
Its property is now valued at more than 
a half-million dollars. More than 2,000 
students have been trained there. 


Bristol Group to Form 


Mexico Motorcade 

BRIsTOL, VA. (RNS)—Twenty high 
school and college students will partici- 
pate in a motorcade to Mexico next sum- 
mer under the auspices of First Presby- 
terian church here to learn more about 
missions, the people, and their living 
conditions. 

Thomas A. Fry, pastor of First Pres- 
byterian, who originated the project, said 
the purpose of the trip was not to make 
missionaries of the young students but to 
contribute to better international rela- 
tions. 

“Behind the plan,” the minister said, 
“is the belief that young people need a 
broader vision as to the meaning of the 
Christian faith. Having lived in an 
almost fully sheltered atmosphere of a 
middle class and religious community, 
they will be able to observe and study 
conditions in another country, and see 
what the Christian religion through mis- 
sions means to these people.” 

Last summer, the church sent a motor- 
cade of students into the coal mining re- 
gion of Kentucky. 


Capital Punishment 


Episcopalians of the Los Angeles Dio- 
cese voted 222-86 against capital punish- 
ment and sent their views to the state leg- 
islature which is considering abolition of 
the gas chamber. 
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3000 USA Men Hear 
Billy Graham in New York 


New York (rNS)—Anmerica is at the 
most critical period of its history and can 
only be saved by a religious revival, 
evangelist Billy Graham told an au- 
dience of 3,000 attending the first Eastern 
Regional Meeting of the National Coun- 
cil of Presbyterian Men here. 

“Everything else should be secondary” 
to bringing about such a revival, he said, 
urging his listeners to “rededicate your- 
selves to making the church first in your 
lives and go out and win over others.” 

“The problem of the world today is 
human nature, and something must be 
done to control it or we’re going to blow 
ourselves to bits,” Dr. Graham said. 

“Tf we can turn back to God, there is 
an answer, a way out, a hope for sur- 
vival of the human race. But if we don’t 
all is lost.” 

The meeting, presided over by David 
B. Cassat of Dubuque, Ia., president of 
the Presbyterian Men, was one of three 
organized by the Presbyterian Church, 
USA, for discussion of church problems 
on the theme, “Is Thy God Able?” One 
was held earlier at Sacramento, Calif., 
and the third will take place March 18- 
20 in Chicago. 

215 New Units 


Lloyd M. Collins of Lakeville, Mich., 
national gecretary, reported at the meet- 
ing that 215 chapters of Presbyterian 
Men were formed in 1954 bringing the 
total in the country to 2,295. 

Eugene Carson Blake of Philadelphia, 
Stated Clerk of the General Assembly and 
president of the National Council of 
Churches, was a featured speaker at a 
dinner in connection with the area meet- 
ing. 

He deplored the tendency of “too many 
Americans” to think of Communism as 
“the revolution” and to regard our posi- 
tion as that of “a conservatism which 
must be protected against the onslaughts 
of Communism.” 

“This is not so,”’ Dr. Blake said. “The 
great revolution of this century is still 
the American Revolution and tyranny 
always fears it. Its chief idea is that man 
must rule himself but under God. 

“The only hope of our day is that this 
revolutionary idea shall be carried on as 
a gospel—a practical gospel—to the whole 
world which is waiting for it so that the 
world will not be swallowed up in the 
Communist revolution which is not so 


much a revolution as a new falseface on 
an ancient tyranny.” (next page) 








Samuel H. Moffett, acting secretary for 
ecumenical personnel of the Presbyterian 
Church’s Board of Foreign Missions, told 
the meeting that “in sheer numbers India 
has the fastest growing church in the 
world today.” He said 400 “new Chris- 
tians’”’ are being brought daily there into 
“the saving fellowship of Christianity.” 

Dr. Moffett decried the tendency of 
Americans to think that “the door is 
closed” to Christianity in China because 
Christian missionaries have been expelled 
from that country. 

“T don’t know by what quirk of na- 
tional pride we Americans begin to call 
the door to the gospel closed as soon as 
our American missionaries have been 
forced out,” he said. “It has been rightly 
said that the really significant thing about 
the situation facing Christians in China 
is not the decline of the mission but the 
rise of the Chinese church. 


“Some 800,000 Chinese Christians are 
weak, some dying, some deserting, and 
yet by the grace of God still bearing wit- 
ness as the remnant of the faithful. We 
cannot dictate to them their pattern of 
survival and witness behind the curtain. 
They are a church no longer responsible 
to us, but directly to God.” 


Practice Brotherhood 

Marshall L. Scott of Chicago, dean of 
the Presbyterian Institute of Industrial 
Relations, stressed the need for the church 
to become “closely understanding of the 
daily life of workers in industrial Amer- 
ica.” 

“There is no method of evangelism so 
effective as the demonstration of genuine 
Christian living on our part,” he said. 
“The practice of racial brotherhood is 


more effective than the words of sermons.” 


ON BRIGHTENING THE DOOR 
By KENNETH J. FOREMAN 


Walk as children of light—Ephesian 
5:8. 


6C ARKENING the church door” is 

an expression with an ominous 
sound, When we say a man never darkens 
the church door we mean he never walks 
in through the door. The open sunlit 
space is never shadowed by his walking 
in. 

Materially speaking, we all darken 
the doorway when we enter church or 
restaurant or home. We can’t help that, 
and the shadow does not linger. But 
spiritually speaking, is it a gocd thing to 
darken doorways? Shadows falling on 
the human spirit do not always pass 
quickly away. One who darkens a door 
for others does something for which they 
are sorely unthankful. 

It is fatally easy to do this, so easy 
that it can be done withcut the least effort, 
without even knowing one is doing it. 
There is a grown man who lives for him- 
self. He is walled in, walled off. Where 
there ought to be doorways wherein trust 
and confidence in fellow-men go freely 
in and out, there is nothing . . . ves, there 
is something. Lock more closely and you 
will see that there is a space in the wall 
where a door ought to be But filling the 
space is a shadow darker than night, more 
enduring than a bronze gate. 

In his bovhood, perhaps, the child had 
a doorway there in his heart; but an un- 
sympathetic mother, a hard father, cast 
a shadow across that open door. The 
confidence were refused, somebody was 
too busy to bother with a child. 


And so a door was darkened from 
which the shadow will never lift. 
Or it may be a wife, a husband, who 
once was about to hold open a door to one 


4 


against whom no door of the heart ought 
to be closed. But the one who might have 
entered, either cast the shadow of refusal, 
or (it may be) went in but with such in- 
difference, such lack of understanding, 
such blindness indeed, that the doorway 
was darkened once and for all. 


HE hopeful portal of opportunity 

can be darkened, and often is. Dr. 
Charles Leber tells of speaking to a large 
gathering of young people, where, after 
he spoke, those young people held him 
a long time, asking him one after another 
much the same question: How can I 
help? What can I do? How may I 
serve the Kingdom of God? 

Dr. Leber is the secretary of a great 
Board of Foreign Missions. He knows of 
many doors of service around the world. 
But the church that “supports” the Board 
has darkened many of those doors. Many 
young people who want to go as mission- 
aries cannot be sent because men and 
women of means who could brighten 
those open doors by generositv have dark- 
ened them by indifference. It is the same 
tory in every church. 

Every Mission Secretary can tell you 
sad stories of doors, real doors, that have 
be n darkened by the indifferent and the 
sel fish. 

What should have been the bright 
door of opportunity becomes the dark 
wall of frustration. 


The church door can be darkened too, 
and is darkened every week. Men and 
wemen, some of them old and some of 
them young, bring darkness with them 
to church. They enter wrapped in a dark 
and perhaps impenetrable shroud. The 
shadow of unrepented sin, of unbrotherly 
attitudes, of prejudices out of line with 


Christian faith, shadows of worry and 
fear, of worldliness and spiritual pride 
... if these bore material shape, on many 
a bright Sabbath morning the church in- 
side would be dark as night. 


BLESSING on those who brighten 
A the doorways they enter We need 
such persons, and God sends them now 
and again: persons who like angels shine 
with some heavenly light, who walk (as 
St. Paul said) as children of light. Where 
they pass, the doorways of trust and hope 
grow brighter; the gateway of opportunity 
loses its forbidding shadow. And then 
they come to church—for these people 
do come to church. 


It is a sad story when all that the 
congregation brings is gloom and only 
the minister brings light. 


It is true, the minister does bring 
light from God to darkened lives; he is 
aware that each person before him sits 
in need of light. But if he is, within those 
walls, the only light-bringer, he is being 
loaded with a burden he ought never 
to have to bear. 

It is true, of course, that there is some 
shadow across each life, however saintly. 
Some sorrow still remembered, some taint 
of sin, some struggle of the soul, some 
disappointment, some pain of mind or 
flesh that will not grow less—these are 
inevitable, some of these must be. Yet 
overall, the Christian will walk as a 
child of light. The church door is to 
be brightened by the passing within of 
these shining ones. 

Whatever darkness each one must bear 
shall be lightened by the fellowship of 
those who have brightened the door. No 
true church is a place where light is cast 
only from one spot upon the congregation. 
It is a place where the children of light 
together illumine the darkness of this, 
our pilgrimage, a place where the light 
comes not only from words, but from liv- 
ing persons, who as they have brightened 
many a doorway in this week past, come 
now tc brighten the church door—a place 
where a fading flame may be renewed 
in the presence of the Father of Lights. 


TV Citation 


The Church Federation of Greater 
Dayton (Ohio) has been cited by the Na- 
ticnal Council of Churches’ Commission 
on General Education for its television, 
family-life program, “Bless This House.” 





Schweitzer 

The mid-year graduation exercises at 
Philadelphia’s Olney High School were 
dedicated to Albert Schweitzer, medical 
missionary in Africa and Nobel Peace 
Prize winner, who was 80 vears old Jan. 
14. The class fund of $100 was sent to 
Dr. Schweitzer for use in his Lamberene 
hospital in French Equitorial Africa. 
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DEFENSE OF THE PRINCIPLE OF RACIAL SEGREGATION 


HE problem of race relations is net 

new. It is as old as civilization. 
Whenever in the history of the race two 
peoples of significantly different charac- 
teristics have come in contact with each 
other, or have sought to occupy the same 
area, a problem of race relations has in- 
evitably developed. The closer the con- 
tact, and the more nearly the numerical 
strength of the two groups has approached 
equality, the more difficult and acute the 
problem has become. 

The problem of racial relations through- 
out the world today, has been greatly 
accentuated by the rapid development of 
modern means of communication and 
transportation, which have brought all 
the peoples of the world into much closer 
contact than ever before. 

The problem has also been complicated 
by the world-wide spread of Karl Marx’s 
doctrine of internationalism and the class- 
less society, combined with the vigorous 
propaganda of Soviet Communism to 
bring about a world revolution and the 
breakdown of all national and racial 
distinctions and to effect the complete 
amalgamation of all races. 


Resisted Mixture 

The Anglo-Saxon and English speak- 
ing people have steadfastly opposed and 
resisted the mixture of their racial stock 
with that of other peoples, especially 
where the physical and cultural charac- 
teristics were widely dissimilar, and 
wherever they have gone, around the 
world, they have consistently instituted 
and maintained a pattern of segregation, 
which uniformly provided an effective 
check against the process of amalgama- 
tion, and which has preserved the racial 
integrity of the English-speaking peoples 
of the world. 

The race problem in America arises 
inherently out of the concentration of 
large masses of the Negro race in areas 
predominantly Anglo-Saxon in racial 
type and in culture, and where the prin- 
ciple of racial segregation has been gen- 
erally, if not uniformly, upheld by legal, 
social and moral sanctions. 

Comparatively little of the opposition 
to the principle of segregation has come 
spontaneously from the pureblood Ne- 
groes, or from the masses of the Negro 
population; more strenuous opposition 
has come from the Negroes of mixed 
blood, who have migrated from the South 
to Northern cities, and who bitterly resent 
the tensions and discriminations to which 


DR. GILLESPIE retired as president of Bel- 
haven College, Jackson, Miss., only last year, 
after 33 years’ service. He has long repre- 
sented his synod on the Assembly’s Commit- 
tee on Cooperation and Union. 


MARCH 14, 1955 


By G. T. GILLESPIE 


While six Presbyterian, U. S., 
synods have approved the action 
of the 1954 General Assembly 
condemning racial segregation 
and nine others have studies based 
on that action underway, only one 
—Miississippi—has called for the 
declaration to be _ rescinded. 
Adopting a one-man minority re- 
port at a special meeting, the Sy- 
nod of Mississippi voted 60-39, to 
overture the 1955 Assembly to re- 
verse itself on this question. The 
minority report was given by G. 
T. Gillespie, former president of 
Belhaven College, and the article 
beginning on this page is the talk 
given by Dr. Gillespie supporting 
his stand. Some of the points 
which he raises are answered by 
other writers on the pages which 
follow. 


they find themselves and their families 
subjected in their efforts to secure recog- 
nition in Northern communities. It is 
not without significance however, that a 
very considerable part of the violent agi- 
tation against segregation stems from 
sources outside the Negro race, and out- 
side of America, and coincides with the 
worldwide movement for racial amalga- 
mation which has its fountainhead in 
Moscow. 


The Real Issue 

Here, therefore, is the crux of this 
whole problem of racial relations, whether 
we face it in America or in the world 
at large. It is essentially a choice be- 
tween the Anglo-Saxon ideal of racial 
integrity maintained by a consistent ap- 
plication of the principle of segregation, 
and the Communist goal of amalgamation 
implemented by the wiping out of all dis- 
tinctions and the fostering of the most 
intimate contact between the races in all 
the relations of life. 

Laying aside all sophistries concern- 
ing so-called “civil rights,’ ‘human 
brotherhood,” or “social equality,” and 
the purely academic question as to “racial 
suporiority or inferiority,’ let us not 
evade the issue, nor close our eyes to the 
stark reality, but face it frankly and 
courageously. Here in America, if we 
believe that the welfare of both the white 
and the Negro races would be promoted 
by preserving the integrity of each race, 
then we must maintain some effective and 
equitable form of segregation; if we be- 
lieve that the welfare and happiness of 
both races would be promoted by inter- 
marriage and the development of a hybrid 
race, then all we need to do is to let down 


the bars of segregation in the homes, the 
schools, the churches and in all areas of 
community life, and let nature take its 
course. 

But before we commit ourselves and 
our nation, finally and irrevocably to this 
fateful choice, let us recall and weight 
carefully some pertinent considerations 
which may be offered in defense of the 
principle of segregation. 


I. Segregation Is not the Child of 

Race Prejudice 

In recent years the much abused term 
“race prejudice” has been associated in- 
discriminately with the principle of seg- 
gregation in the effort to discredit it by 
implying low origin and bad associations. 
The difficulty and the injustice in this 
connection results from the confusion of 
race prejudice and race pride. Race prej- 
udice is indeed a blind, unreasoning, 
fanatical emotion which issues in race 
hatred and inhumanity, and is essentially 
destructive and immoral in its end re- 
sults. Race pride, on the other hand,“is 
a rational, normal, positive principle, and 
is essentially constructive and moral. 
Pride of race, like love of home and love 
of country, has been one of the mightiest 
forces making for human happiness and 
progress. 

Indeed, these three principles are in- 
dissolubly linked together in the hearts of 
men and in the experience of the race, 
and must stand or fall together. Surely 
it is not merely a coincidence that the 
forces which are battling to break down 
race pride, which they mistakenly iden- 
tify with race prejudice are the same 
forces which are insidiously seeking to 
undermine and destroy the love of home, 
and the love of country in all the lands 
upon which their baleful shadow has 
been cast. 


2. Segregation Is One of Nature's 
Universal Laws 


In all nature, the herd instinct pre- 
vails to a greater or less degree, and all 
living creatures are drawn together in 
larger or smaller groups by certain affini- 
ties based upon common physical char- 
acteristics. Animals by instinct mate 
only with their own kind, perpetuating 
their own species and transmitting their 
natural or acquired characteristics to 
their offspring. No intermingling or 
crossbreeding with animals of widely 
different characteristics takes place ex- 
cept under abnormal or artificial condi- 
tions. 

The old adage, “Birds of a feather 
flock together,” only expresses a fact of 
common observation and universal ex- 
perience. There are many varieties of 
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the bird family, but under natural con- 
ditions, so far as known, bluebirds never 
mate with redbirds, doves never mate 
with blackbirds, nor mockingbirds with 
jays. The fact that man also is a gre- 
garious animal and that human beings 
everywhere and under all conditions of 
life tend to segregate themselves into 
families, tribes, national or racial groups, 
only goes to prove that all human rela- 
tions are regulated by this universal law 
of nature. 

The recognition that man is not only a 
creature of instinct, but that he is also 
endowed with reason and _ conscience, 
whereby he is able to perceive and appre- 
ciate the significance of the larger unity 
of the race and his obligations to all mem- 
bers of the human family does not nul- 
lify or repeal the basic laws of human 
nature, but does provide for him a moral 
code under which, he is obligated to ex- 
ercise his freedom with due regard for 
the rights of his fellows. 


3. Segregation Tends to Promote 
Progress 


It is an elementary principle of live- 
stock breeding that improvement of type 
comes only through the careful selection 
of breeding stock, and the rigid separa- 
tion of animals of dissimilar or unde- 
sirable characteristics. The phenomenal 
development of the race horse, the draft 
horse, the beef and dairy breeds of cattle, 
furnish impressive evidence that segrega- 
tion promotes development and progress, 
and that it may be continued almost in- 
definitely by the consistent application of 
the principle; whereas the intermingling 
of breeding stock results invariably in 
the production of “scrubs” or mongrel 
types, and the downgrading of the whole 
herd. 

The same principle applies with equal 
force to the process of human develop- 
ment. It is a noteworthy fact that down 
through the centuries the most conspicious 
advances in human progress have been 
made by those peoples who by reason of 
circumstances or by deliberate preference 
have been isolated to a great extent from 
other nations and races over long periods 
of time, and thus have been left free to 
develop their own peculiar genius and 
distinctive characteristics and culture. 

From the days of Abraham, approxi- 
mately two thousand years before Christ, 
the Hebrews, by divine command, be- 
came a segregated people, separated by 
traditions, customs, religion and by strict 
codes of ethics, physical and social hy- 
giene, from their cultural heritage even 
down to our own day, and they have not 
only achieved the highest moral and spir- 
itual development of all the peoples of 
earth, but have made an invaluable con- 
tribution in the moral and spiritual prog- 
ress of mankind. In spite of many short- 
comings, and in spite of being both the 
exponents and the victims of bitter racial 
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prejudice the Hebrew people like the 
waters of the Gulf Stream in the midst of 
the ocean have achieved a mission and a 
destiny which would have been impossible 
had they abandoned the principle of seg- 
regation and become integrated with the 
nations which hemmed them in on all 
sides centuries ago. 

In a similar manner the Greeks, by 
reason, by geographical situation and 
other circumstances, enjoyed for cen- 
turies comparative isolation from other 
peoples of the world whom they desig- 
nated as Barbarians. By reason of this 
separation they preserved with remark- 
able success the purity of their racial 
stock for hundreds of years, and succeed- 
ed in developing a physical vigor and 
vitality, and intellectual acuteness, an 
artistic perfection, and a political ideal- 
ism which made Hellenic culture the pat- 
tern and inspiration for all Western Civ- 
ilization. 


Because an appeal is being 
made to the Presbyterian, U. S., 
General Assembly to reverse its 
action condemning segregation on 
the basis of the considerations 
presented in this article and be- 
cause it advances some of the ar- 
guments usually advanced to sup- 
port that position, extended space 
is given in this issue to the presen- 
tation and replies to it. 


In modern times the most conspicuous 
example of the truth of this principle is 
found in the remarkable record of the 
British people. Insulated in many ways 
from the other peoples of Europe and of 
the world in their Island home, the Brit- 
ish developed a vigorous racial stock and 
a virile and homogeneous culture, and 
have persistently refused to integrate their 
bloodstream or their cultural heritage 
with those of alien or widely different 
racial types. 

Although numerically insignificant as 
compared with other peoples, the British 
have nevertheless made greater achieve- 
ments in every field of human endeavor, 
and have made an immeasurably greater 
contribution to the total intellectual, so- 
cial, economic, and moral welfare of man- 
kind than any other people in ancient or 
modern times. 

Still another impressive and perhaps 
the most pertinent illustration of the 
proposition that segregation tends to pro- 
mote progress, is the amazing record of 
the Negro in America, and particularly 
here in the South, where the two races 
have lived side by side in approximately 
equal numbers in many areas, under a 
system of segregation, more or less uni- 
formly maintained since the close of the 
Civil War. Despite the dire poverty and 
disorganization of the postwar period, the 


false leadership of unscrupulous whites 
and the charlatans of his own race, and 
the many cruel injustices which he suf- 
fered at the hands of dishonest landlords, 
callous public officials and the much-pub- 
licized mob violence, the Southern Negro 
has somehow managed to acquire a great- 
er number of homes, farms, banks, and 
other properties, has achieved a higher 
standard of living, and today enjoys 
larger educational and economic oppor- 
tunities, is happier and better adjusted, 
than can be said of any comparable num- 
ber of his race at any time in their his- 
tory or in any part of the world today. 


4. Segregation Does not Necessarily 
Involve Discrimination 


Whenever two individuals or groups 
of widely different physical characteris- 
tics are brought into close contact, it is 
likely or even inevitable that some dis- 
crimination should occur, especially 
where the situations are competitive; but 
such discrimination is a spontaneous 
human reaction and cannot be charged 
against the principle of segregation. 

As a matter of fact, segregation, by 
reducing the number of points of contact, 
tends to lessen friction and tension, and 
especially if there is clear recognition on 
the part of both races that the chief rea- 
son for segregation is the desirability of 
preventing such intimacies as might lead 
to intermarriage and the amalgamation of 
the races, then the chief occasion for mis- 
understanding and discrimination is re- 
moved. 

Assuming the development of racial 
pride in the Negro race to the point where 
he would be as zealous as the white man 
in safeguarding the integrity of his race, 
and that both races would cheerfully ac- 
cept some effective form of segregation 
as the only effective means of achieving 
that end where the two races live side by 
side in large numbers, there would seem 
to be no insuperable difficulty in working 
out plans which would provide “separate 
but equal” opportunities and facilities for 
both races, which would avoid any sug- 
gestion of discrimination, and would pro- 
mote the largest possible harmony and 
co-operation between the races. 


5. The Principle of Segregation May 
Be on Biblical Grounds and Is not 
“Un-Christian” 


While the Bible contains no clear man- 
date for or against segregation as between 
the white and Negro races, it does furnish 
considerable data from which valid in- 
ferences may be drawn in support of the 
general principle of segregation as an im- 
portant feature of the divine purpose and 
providence throughout the ages. 

Concerning matters of this kind, which 
in the inscrutable wisdom of God have 
been left for mankind to work out in the 
light of reason and experience without the 
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full light of revelation, we dare not be 
dogmatic but we do well to examine with 
open mind some of the more pertinent ref- 
erences. 


(1) The First Separation—Gen. 4:11-26 

A mark is placed upon Cain, and he 
is separated from the other branch of the 
human family, represented by Seth and 
his descendants. From Cain were descend- 
ed men of great vigor and inventive 
genius, from Seth were descended men 
who began to call upon the name of the 
Lord, and were evidently those elsewhere 
referred to, as “The Sons of God.” 


(2) Demoralization Resulting from Intermar- 

marriage, Gen. 6:1-7 

The promiscuous intermarriage of the 
Sons of God, that is, the decendants of 
Seth, with the “Daughters of Men,” who 
were apparently the descendants of Cain, 
resulted in the complete breakdown of 
family life and such widespread immor- 
ality and wickedness as to provoke the 
Lord to destroy the earth with the flood. 
A possible though not necessary inference 
from this tragic story is that the inter- 
marriage of dissimilar groups, whether 
the differences be moral, cultural or phys- 
ical is not conducive to the preservation 
of wholesome family life, or to morality 
and therefore is contrary to the purpose 
and will of God. 


{3) New Divisions after the Flood Stemming 

from Sons of Noah, Gen. 9:18-29 

After the flood, the three sons of Noah 
—Shem, Ham, and Japhet—became the 
progenitors of three distinct racial groups, 
which were to re-people and overspread 
the earth. 

The descendants of Shem migrated 
eastward and occupied most of Asia; and 
descendants of Japhet migrated westward 
and ultimately occupied the continent 
of Europe, while the children of Ham 
moved generally southward toward the 
tropics and occupied the continent of 
Africa, and possibly southern Asia and 
the islands of the Pacific. 

This brief record, the accuracy of 
which has not been successfully disputed 
by the anthropologists and ethnologists 
while affirming the unity of the race, also 
implies that an all-wise Providence, has 
“determined the times before appointed, 
and the bounds or their habitation.” 
Which same Providence, by determining 
the climatic and other physical conditions 
under which many successive generations 
of the several racial groups should live, 
is thereby equally responsible for the 
distinct racial characteristics which seem 
to have become fixed in prehistoric times, 
and which are chiefly responsible for the 
Segregation of racial groups across the 
centuries and in our time. 


(4) Origin of Linguistic Differences, 

Gen. 11:19 

This indicates that the confusion of 
tongues, which took place at Babel, with 
the consequent scattering of the peoples, 
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was an act of special divine Providence to 
frustrate the mistaken efforts of godless 
men to assure the permanent integration 
of the peoples of the earth. Incidentally, 
it indicates that the development of dif- 
ferent languages, was not merely natural 
or accidental, but served divine purpose, 
in becoming one of the most effective 
means of preserving the separate existence 
of the several racial groups. 


(5) Abraham Called to a Separated Life, 

Gen. 12-25 

Abram, later changed to Abraham, was 
called to separate himself from his home 
and his kindred in Ur of the Chaldees 
and to live as a “stranger in a strange 
land.” Under divine guidance and bless- 
ing he and his household lived peaceably 
with the inhabitants without mingling 
with them socially or intermarrying with 
them. The covenant of circumcision in- 
stituted by God provided a sign or seal, 
which was to distinguish and set apart 
in a most significant way the “Seed of 
Abraham,” or the Hebrew people from 
all the other peoples of the earth through- 
out all generations. Many incidental cir- 
cumstances, such as the refusal of God 
to allow the son of Hagar, the Egyptian 
bondwoman, to become the heir of the 
covenant promise, the great care exercised 
by Abraham to secure a wife for his son 
Isaac from among his own kindred rather 
than from among the Canaanites, and a 
similar concern manifested by Isaac and 





The Curse Was Not on 
Ham 


By ERNEST TRICE THOMPSON 


There are many people who be- 
lieve that God has condemned the 
Negroes to a position of permanent 
inferiority, that in his curse upon 
Ham, he doomed the descendants of 
Ham, i.e., the Negro race, to a posi- 
tion of perpetual servitude. This 
interpretation of Genesis 9:24-25 be- 
came the common one in the South 
in the days preceding the Civil War 
and remains a popular one until the 
present time. A slight examination 
of the passage, however, along with 
the aid of any good commentary or 
Bible dictionary, will make it clear, 
however, that this interpretation is 
based on three mistaken ideas. The 
record shows: (1) the curse is pro- 
nounced by Noah, not by God—and 
there is a difference; (2) the curse 
is pronounced on Canaan, and not 
on Ham; and (3) the descendants of 
Canaan are the Canaanites (see Gen. 
10:15-19), white tribes every one of 
them. 


Rebekah concerning wives for their sons, 
all emphasize the importance which is 
attached to the principle of segregation, 
and doubtless paved the way for the 
emphasis given to it in the Mosaic econ- 
omy and in the subsequent history of 
Israel. 
(6) Prohibitions against the Mingling of Di- 

verse Things, Lev. 19:19 

According to the law delivered to 
Moses, the cross-breeding of diverse 
strains of cattle, the planting of mixed 
seeds, and the mixing of wool and linen 
in a garment were forbidden. We are 
not told the reasons for this curious law; 
it seems impossible to escape the con- 
clusion that if such intermixture of di- 
verse elements in the lower orders of ani- 
mal and plant life were unseemly and 
contrary to the divine purpose, the same 
principle would apply with even greater 
force with respect to human relations. 


(7) The Warnings of Moses against Intermar- 
marriage with other Peoples, Deut. 7:3 
Moses strictly warned the Israelites 

against allowing their sons and daughters 

to intermarry with the pagan peoples 
with whom they came in contact, under 
the penalty of bringing upon themselves 
the divine wrath and judgment. This 
warning was emphasized repeatedly, and 
was especially burned into the conscious- 
ness of the nation by the terrible penal- 
ties which were inflicted upon those who 
committed whoredom with the daughters 
of Moab at Baal-Poor (Numbers 25 :1-8). 


(8) Ezra’s Condemnation of Mixed Marriages, 

Ezra, 9-10 

After the return of the Jews from the 
Babylonian captivity, it was discovered 
that great numbers of the prominent 
Jews had taken wives from among the 
heathen people of the land. This caused 
Ezra to rend his clothes and tear his hair, 
and cry into God for mercy upon the sin- 
ning nation. The drastic steps which 
were taken to purge out this evil practice, 
emphasized anew the vital importance 
which was attached to the preservation 
of the purity and integrity of the racial 
stock by the leaders of the nation and by 
their divine ruler. 


(9) The Attitude and Teachings of Our Lord, 

The Four Gospels 

There is no question but that the em- 
phasis placed by our Lord upon the love 
of God for the whole world (John 3:16, 
and other passages) was intended in part 
at least, as a rebuke to the bigotry and 
intolerance of the Jewish leaders, and to 
counteract the attitude of contempt and 
indifference which the Jewish people as 
a whole manifested toward the other 
peoples of the world. Likewise his de- 
claration as to the supreme worth of the 
human soul (Matt. 16:26) and his last 
great command to his followers to go 
into all the world and make disciples 
of all nations (Matt. 28:19-20), make it 
abundantly clear that the redeeming love 
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of Christ knows no limitations of class 
or condition or nationality or race, but 
like a mighty river sweeps across every 
natural or artificial barrier to bring the 
water of life to the thirsty souls of men. 

He used the story of the Good Samari- 
tan to rebuke the smug complacency and 
narrow-minded prejudice of the Jews but 
he did not ignore or denounce racial dis- 
tinctions nor did he set plans on foot to 
abolish them and to bring about amalga- 
mation of the Jews and the Samaritans, 
or of any other races. As a matter of 
fact, in sending out the twelve on their 
first gospel mission he directed them to 
go “only to the lost sheep of the house of 
Israel” (Matt. 10:5-6) and in dealing 
with the Syro-Phoenician woman he takes 
particular care to emphasize the differ- 
ent status of the two races, before granting 
her request. The Golden Rule, as pro- 
claimed by our Lord, must unquestionably 
be applied to the field of race relations as 
well as to all other human relationships; 
at the same time no reasonable interpreta- 
tion of this great principle requires us to 
do unto or for, the individual or the race, 
for the sake of some fancied benefit or 
momentary satisfaction, that which we 
have reason to believe will in the end im- 
peril the stability of the social order and 
the future welfare of the race. 


(10) The Attitude and Teachings of the 

Apostles—tThe Acts and the Epistles 

The gift of tongues at Pentecost was 
undoubtedly a prophecy that the gospel 
should be preached to all nations and that 
every people should hear the gospel in 
their own languages, but it gives no hint 
that all linguistic, national or racial dif- 
ferences are to be wiped out in the Gospel 
Dispensation. 

Peter’s vision on the housetop in Joppa, 
his subsequent visit to the home of Cor- 
nelius, the Roman Centurion, his baptism 
of the household after they had received 
the Holy Ghost, and his statement that 
“God is no respecter of persons,” marks 
the removal of the Jewish traditions and 
prejudices which barred the entrance of 
the Gentiles into the household of faith, 
and sets the pattern for Christianity as 
the new religion for all nations and all 
the peoples of the earth. 

Paul, the apostle to the Gentiles, na- 
turally had more to say concerning this 
question than any of the other New Testa- 
ment writers. In his notable speech to 
the Greeks at Athens he said, “God... 
hath made of one blood all nations of 
men, for to dwell on all the face of the 
earth; and hath determined the times be- 
fore appointed and the bounds of their 
habitation” (Acts 17:24-26.) Writing to 
the Colossians, he said; “And have put 
on the new man, which is renewed in 
knowledge after the image of him that 
created him; where there is neither Greek 
nor Jew, circumcism or uncircumcision, 
Barbarian, Scythian, bond nor free, but 
Christ is all in all.” 
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In the first passage, Paul affirms the 
unity of the race based upon a common 
origin, concerning which there can be no 
difference of opinion among those who 
accept the authority of the Bible. In 
the second passage, Paul asserts the unity 
of all believers in Christ, regardless of 
their racial differences, but this unity is 
a spiritual relationship resulting from 
the mystical union of each believer with 
Christ himself, in which all enjoy the same 
spiritual privileges and benefits. That 
Paul had in mind the absolute unifor- 
mity of believers in external relations and 
the wiping out of all distinctions of race, 
nationality, social status, sex or cultural 
heritage, is disproven by the fact that 
Paul never ceased to identify himself as 
a member of the Jewish race, and he 
made very practical use of his right to 
Roman Citizenship. He recognized the 
master-slave relationship prevalent in 
Greek and Roman society and enjoined 
obedience to the reciprocal duties arising 
therefrom. He also clearly recognized 
the status assigned to women by social 
custom, and denied to women some of 
the privileges and functions exercised by 
men in the churches under his supervi- 
sion. 


(11) Preview of the Church Triumphant— 

Rev. 4-7 

The Seer of Patmos was permitted to 
behold in wonderful symbolism a pre- 
view of the Church Triumphant, the 
grand consummation of redemptive pur- 
pose through the ages. Before the rain- 
bow-circled throne set in the midst of 
the heavens, he beheld “a great multi- 
tude which no man could number, in all 
nations, and kindreds, and peoples and 
tongues,” uniting in a mighty chorus of 
praise to God and to the Lamb upon the 
throne. It would be presumptuous in- 
deed to say exactly what this symbolism 
means, or to rest the validity of any con- 
clusions upon such interpretation; never- 
theless it accords well with the whole 
scheme of creation, providence and re- 
demption to see in the rainbow which 
circled the throne a fitting symbol of the 
spectrum of redeemed humanity made up 
the peoples of every nation, kindred, race 
and language blended into a beautiful 
and harmonious unity, and yet each pre- 
serving its own distinctive genius and vir- 
tues, the better to show forth the infinite 
riches and diversity of the divine glory 
and grace throughout the ages to come. 


(12) Summary of Bible References 

There are doubtless many other parts 
of scripture which may have some bear- 
ing upon this question, but which we 
cannot undertake to deal with in this dis- 
cussion. But to summarize the interpre- 
tations of the passages above considered 
the following conclusions would seem to 
be warranted: (a) Since for two thousand 
vears the practice of segregation was im- 
posed upon the Hebrew people by divine 


authority and express command, and in- 
fractions of the command were punish- 
ed with extreme severity, there is certainly 
no ground for the charge that racial seg- 
regation is displeasing to God, unjust to 
man, or inherently wrong; (b) Since 
Christ and the Apostles taught the love 
of God for all mankind, the oneness of 
believers in Christ, and demonstrated that 
the principles of Christian brotherhood 
and charity could be made operative in 
all relations of life, without demanding 
revolutionary changes in the natural or 
social order, there would appear to be no 
reason for concluding that segregation is 
in conflict with the spirit and the teach- 
ings of Christ and the Apostles, and 
therefore un-Christian. 


6. Segregation Is a Well-Considered 
and Time-tested American policy 
Ample evidence is available to show 

beyond reasonable doubt that segregation 
represents the best thinking of represen- 
tative American leadership, and as a 
time-tested national policy rests upon 
moral and ethical principles and not upon 
blind and unreasoning prejudice as has 
been frequently and loudly charged by 
some of its latter-day critics. 

The principle of segregation has been 
incorporated into the constitutions of 
seventeen of the sovereign states of the 
Union, having been placed there by the 
people who were most directly concerned, 
and who were in position to have first- 
hand knowledge of all phases of the prob- 
lem. Many other states approved the 
principle by statutory legislation, and 
practically all of the states at one time 
or another have adopted laws prohibiting 
intermarriage between the white and Ne- 
gro races. State and Federal courts have 
uniformly approved these constitutional 
and statutory provisions, and the Supreme 
Court of the United States in an unbroken 
line of decisions extending down to the 
early part of 1954 confirmed the principle 
of segregation and established it as a firm 
principle of American public policy. The 
Congress of the United States, in the 
face of tremendous pressure from political 
agitators and minority pressure groups, 
has steadfastly refused to abolish segre- 
gation in the public schools of the District 
of Columbia or to outlaw it in the states. 

The recent decision of the Supreme 
Court notwithstanding, there are many 
concrete evidences that public sentiment 
throughout the nation is still strongly 
weighted in favor of segregation in the 
public schools or at least of leaving the 
decision with respect to it, to these states 
and communities where Negroes consti- 
tute a substantial proportion of the popu- 
lation. 


Thomas Jefferson 


Thomas Jefferson, author of the im- 
mortal Declaration of Independence de- 
voted much attention and study to the 
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Negro problem. He advocated with great 
earnestness the emancipation of Negro 
slaves in America, but he believed so 
strongly in the physical separation of the 
races for the welfare of both, that he pro- 
posed that the Negroes should be peace- 
ably repatriated in Africa at government 
expense. His point of view is clearly 
set forth in this extract from his Auto- 
biography written in 1821, (Volume 1, 
page 48): 

“Nothing is more certainly written in 
the book of fate than that these people 
are to be free; nor is it less certain that 
the two races, equally free, cannot live in 
the same government. Nature, habit, 
opinion, have drawn indelible lines of dis- 
tinction between them. It is still in our 
power to direct the process of emancipa- 
tion peaceably.” 


Abraham Lincoln 
Abraham Lincoln, one of the wisest 
and far-seeing of American statesmen, 


venerated and almost deified by the Negro 
race as their ‘Great Emancipator” and 
unfailing friend, devoted intense study 
to the race problem over a long period of 
years. He, like Jefferson, became so 
thoroughly convinced of the necessity of 
the physical separation of the races that 
he considered the most practical solution 
of the problem was to colonize the Ne- 
groes in Africa or the West Indies. He 
actually had made proposals to this effect 
to Congress and was engaged in working 
out plans for putting it into execution at 
the time of his tragic death. In a speech 
made by Lincoln at Charleston, Illinois, 
Sept. 18, 1858, he said: 

“I will say then, that I am not now, nor 
ever have been, in favor of bringing about 
in any way the social and political equality 
of the white and black races. ... That I 
am not, nor ever have been, in favor of 
making voters or jurors of Negroes, nor 
of qualifying them to hold office, nor to 


Paul Said, ‘God Made of One’ 


By ERNEST TRICE THOMPSON 


Paul's great statement in Acts 17:26 
has been twisted by many in recent years 
to suggest that God sanctioned our pres- 
ent segregation laws when he ‘“‘made from 
one every nation of men to live on all the 
face of the earth, having determined al- 
lotted periods and the boundaries of 
their habitation.” 

It means no thing of the sort, and 
there is no competent interpreter on the 
face of the globe who would hold that it 
does. Paul says that God “made from 
one every nation of men.” From one 
what? 

Paul does not say. The King James 
translation has supplied the word “blood.” 
It may be that—one blood, one nature, 
one common parentage—whatever word 
we supply, it means the same thing in 
the last analysis. God has made all men, 
and he has made them of the same 
human stuff. There may be minor dif- 
ferences in color, bodily structure, or 
mental capacity, but mankind is essen- 
tially one. That is a fundamental truth 
of revelation, affirmed in the opening 
pages of Genesis, and given its classical 
expression by Paul in the passage before 
us. This truth of revelation is confirmed 
by the findings of modern science. There 
are no inherent differences between the 
various races of men. They all belong 
to the same human stock. 

“He made from one every nation of 
men,” says Paul, “to live on all the face 
of the earth, having determined allotted 
periods and the boundaries of their habi- 
tation. . . .” In other words, God has 
determined where every nation of men 
shall live and how long. He determined 
how long the Jews should remain in 
Palestine, how long the Greeks should 
dwell in Greece and in the adjacent areas, 
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how long the Romans should occupy 
Italy and dominate the Mediterranean 
world. He determined that the white man 
should live in Europe and the black man 
in Africa and the red man in the two 
Americas—before 1492, and that after 
1492 representatives of all these races 
should live in the United States of Amer- 
ica and work out their common destinies 
together. 

“He made of one every nation of men,” 
says Paul, “. . . that they should seek 
God. ...” All men have need of God, 
all men are so made that they cannot 
realize life’s highest good unless they seek 
and find the God on whom they are de- 
pendent for life itself, and God is not 
far from any one of them. If only they 
will seek, Paul suggests, they will surely 
find. 

“For we are his offspring,” that is, his 
children. All men—God’s children. It 
follows then, as night follows day, that 
all men are brothers. Some men deny 
this doctrine of the fatherhood of God 
and the brotherhood of man because or- 
dinarily these terms are used of those who 
have come to the Father through Jesus 
Christ. The truth is that the Bible uses 
the terms in a broader and in a narrower 
sense. In the broader sense God is the 
Father of all men and all men are 
brothers (Matthew 23:1-8-9; Luke 15; 
Acts 17:28). In the narrower sense we 
become sons of God through faith in 
Jesus Christ (John 1:12) and brothers 
one of another as we do the Father’s will 
(Mark 3:35). Men will never learn to 
live as brothers until they have come to 
know God as their heavenly Father. 

This doctrine of the unity of man- 
kind, of man’s essential and inherent 
brotherhood, is a vital one for our present 
day. 


intermarry with white people; and I say 
in addition to this that there is a physical 
difference between the white and black 
races which I believe will forever forbid 
the two races living together on terms 
of social and political equality.” 

Again, in an address made to a group 
of free Negroes at the White House on 
August 14, 1862, Lincoln said: 

“You and we are different races. We 
have between us a broader difference than 
exists between any other two races. 
Whether it is right or wrong I need not 
discuss, but this physical difference is a 
great disadvantage to us both, as I think. 
...If this is admitted, it affords a reason, 
at least, why we should be separated.” 


It is perhaps greatly to be deplored that 
the great plans of Lincoln for the segre- 
gation of the races, and for the equitable 
and permanent solution of the American 
race problem were frustrated and defeated 
by his tragic and untimely death. In 
retrospect we may well count it the great- 
est disaster which ever befell the South 
and the nation. In the providence of God 
it is still possible that we may yet find 
a just and wise solution of this great 
problem in the light of Lincoln’s pro- 
phetic vision, and in keeping with his 
patient spirit and the kindly impulses of 
his great heart. Many other testimonies 
could be cited from outstanding leaders 
in American public life to support the 
proposition, that the only just and wise 
solution of the American race problem 
must involve the recognition of the essen- 
tial differences between the two races, and 
the necessity of some effective form of 
segregation which would assure the pres- 
ervation of the integrity of both races. 


Booker T. Washington 


It was the recognition of this truth 
which made Booker T. Washington the 
most influential leader and the greatest 
benefactor of the Negro race in his gen- 
eration, and perhaps in the whole history 
of the Negro race. All would-be leaders 
and promoters of better race relations in 
America today would do well to study his 
realistic approach to the problem and fol- 
low his wise leadership. Ina notable and 
epoch-making address delivered at the 
Atlanta Exposition in 1895, pleading for 
co-operation between two races, he sound- 
ed the keynote of his philosophy, and pro- 
vided for all men of understanding and 
goodwill a key to the solution of the prob- 
lem. It is eminently fitting that this dis- 
cussion should be concluded with the 
quotation of his wise words. He said: 

“The wisest among my race understand 
that agitation of questions of social equal- 
ity is the extremest folly, and that prog- 
ress in the enjoyment of all the privileges 
that will come to us must be the result 
of severe and constant struggle rather 
than of artificial forcing. ... In all things 
that are purely social we can be separate 
as the fingers, yet one as the hand in all 
things essential to mutual progress.” . 








SHALL WE HEAR THE WORD OF GOD AND DO IT? 


T IS becoming increasingly clear that 

the differences of judgment within our 
church at present are theologically rooted. 
The main issue at stake is whether the 
Bible speaks a clear Word of God which 
we are to obey, or whether its Word is to 
be silenced and made void by the tradi- 
tions of men. 

Reverence for the Bible is not to be 
measured by eulogistic affirmations, but 
a willingness to obey the God who speaks 
a Word of judgment on all human sin, 
even the sin of the church. The sad rec- 
ord of the New Testament is that those 
who were loudest in their protestations 
of reverence for the Scriptures took a 
leading part in trying to destroy Jesus, 
because he drew a living Word of judg- 
ment from the Sacred Writings which 
showed that they were being used in his 
generation to give religious sanction to 
human sin. It was to men who would 
gladly have died martyrs’ deaths in their 
zeal for the Old Testament that Jesus 
pointedly said, “For the sake of your 
tradition, you have made void the word 
of God” (Matt. 15:6). 

One of the most subtle dangers to 
which we are all prone is to clothe our 
sin in the garments of sanctity by false 
appeals to the Bible, and to shelter our 
spirits from the sharp thrusts of the Holy 
Spirit within a fortress built by misin- 
terpretation of Holy Scripture. 


A Difficult Problem 

The question of racial segregation is 
a difficult one, indeed. No balanced mind 
would belittle the problems connected 
with it, nor offer easy solutions. From 
the standpoint of human expediency and 
eugenic theory there may well be differ- 
ences of opinion. But when the Bible is 
used to give religious sancition to a seg- 
regated church, it is well to examine the 
biblical foundations on which such a 
judgment rests, in order to see whether 
it has been reached by a valid exegetical 
process. 


There was presented to the Synod of 
Mississippi not long ago a lengthy paper 
entitled, Defense of the Principle of 
Racial Segregation. What part this played 
in the synod’s vote to refuse compliance 
with the General Assembly’s action on 
this question cannot be known by one 
not present at the meeting. It would seem 
safe to assume, however, that those voting 
with the majority of the synod approved 
this statement. It is not my purpose 
here to discuss the entire paper, but 
merely to examine the alleged grounds 
on which the Bible was used to justify 
DR. MILLER is professor of New Testament 
at Union Theological Seminary, Va., and 
co-editor of Interpretation, a quarterly of 


biblical study. He is the author of Fire in 
Thy Mouth and other books. 
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By DONALD G. MILLER 


One of the strong statements 
made in the 1954 Assembly, call- 
ing that body to take a stand con- 
demning segregation, was made 
by Dr. Miller (Outlook, June 14, 
1954). He has been asked to dis- 
cuss some of the biblical interpre- 
tations which Dr. Gillespie has ad- 
vanced on earlier pages. 


segregation, to see whether they repre- 
sent a valid interpretation of the Scrip- 
tures. 

If a synod of a church which adheres 
to the Bible as ‘‘the only infallible rule 
of faith and practice” approves conclu- 
sions which rest on faulty biblical inter- 
pretation, can it be a violation of brother- 
ly love to point this out? Indeed, would 
not the canons of love be violated by re- 
maining silent? ‘The paper itself says 
that “we do well to examine with open 
mind some of the more pertinent refer- 
ences” in Scripture bearing on this sub- 
ject. 

It is granted in the paper under con- 
sideration that “the Bible contains no 
clear mandate for or against segregation 
as between the white and Negro races.” 
It is argued, however, that the Bible fur- 
nishes “considerable data from which 
valid inferences may be drawn in support 
of the general principle of segregation as 
an important feature of the divine pur- 
pose and providence throughout the ages.” 
Let us therefore examine the use of the 
passages on which these “valid infer- 
ences” allegedly rest. 


Cain and Abel 


Genesis 4:11-26 is adduced under the 
heading, ‘“The First Separation.” Inas- 
much as this is a paper on racial segre- 
gation, presumably the separation be- 
tween Cain and Abel and the subsequent 
separation of their posterity is offered 
as a biblical basis for racial segregation. 
Is this a valid inference from this pas- 
sage? 

It may be said categorically that this 
biblical passage has absolutely nothing in 
it to justify racial segregation, even by the 
remotest inference. In fact, if any in- 
ference concerning this question is to be 
drawn, it points in the other direction. 
After all, according to the story, any men 
from whom Cain was to be separated were 
his blood brothers. How, then, could 
this separation have any bearing on the 
race question? Any separation involved 
had a religious, not a racial, basis. 

Furthermore, the force of the penalty 
was not the separation from other men— 
it was rather separation from God. ‘““My 
punishment is greater than I can bear,” 


cried Cain, because “from thy face I shall 
be hidden. . . . Then Cain went away 
from the presence of the Lord, and dwelt 
in the land of Nod.” 

To be a “wanderer” on the earth was 
to be a fugitive from the divine presence, 
and to live in fear that his sin would re- 
turn on his own head by being murdered 
himself. This emphasizes the fact that 
the separation was a religious and not a 
racial matter. 

As to the mark on Cain, this was not to 
be a mark of his separation. It was 
rather a protective measure whereby God 
indicated his continuing concern for 
Cain, and pledged him his protection, 
promising to take seven-fold vengeance 
on anyone who should slay Cain. 

The whole drive of the story of Cain 
is that he had violated his obligations 
as a brother, and whatever separation 
ensued was the direct result of sin and 
in no way the will of God, save as God 
wills judgment on sin. This had nothing 
whatsoever to do with race. It was wholly 
a religious judgment on Cain’s violation 
of his brother’s welfare under the sover- 
eign rule of God. 

The New Testament is clear on this. 
The writer of Hebrews tells us that “Abel 
offered to God a more acceptable sacri- 
fice than Cain, through which he received 
approval as righteous” (11:4). I John 
3:11f indicates that the very thing which 
drove a wedge between Cain and Abel can 
still happen, even within the Christian 
group. “For this is the message which 
you have heard from the beginning, that 
we should love one another, and not be 
like Cain who was of the evil one and 
murdered his brother. And why did he 
murder him? Because his own deeds 
were evil and his brother’s righteous.” 

Here the writer is reinforcing the fact 
that the separation resulting from Cain’s 
murder of Abel was the direct result of 
unbrotherly sin which has no place what- 
soever in the family of faith. 

If there is any implication to be drawn 
from the Cain story it is that the jealous 
hatred which led to the separation, which 
ran entirely counter to the will of God, 
should have no place among Christian 
brethren, and that the redeeming love of 
Christ has overcome all separation and 
made all redeemed sinners one. The sep- 
aration between the children of Cain and 
the children of Seth has its counterpart 
in the New Testament in II Cor. 6:14ff 
where Paul counsels: ‘Be not unequally 
yoked with unbelievers: for what fellow- 
ship have righteousness and iniquity?” 

If there is any inference to be drawn 
it is this: Christian fellowship is reli- 
giously based. Have fellowship, there- 

fore, with a man of another race who is 
righteous, but separate yourself from a 
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man of your own race who is iniquitous. 
To separate from another Christian on 
racial rounds is to violate the demands of 
brotherhood within the Christian family, 
and thus to align ourselves with Cain! 
“Sons of God” 

The second passage adduced in favor 
of racial segregation is Genesis 6:1-7, 
where demoralization results from the in- 
termarriage of the “‘sons of God” with the 
“daughters of men.” The “sons of God” 
are interpreted in the article we are ana- 
lyzing as the “descendants of Seth” while 
the “daughters of men” are likewise in- 
terpreted as “the descendants of Cain.” 
The writer of the article then cautiously 
says, “A possible though not necessary 
inference from this tragic story is that 
the intermarriage of dissimilar groups, 
whether the differences be moral, cultural 
or physical is not conductive to the preser- 
vation of wholesome family life, or to 
morality, and therefore is contrary to the 
purpose and will of God.” 

True, this is certainly not a “necessary 
inference”! Is it even a possible one? 
In the first place, the identification of the 
“sons of God” and the “sons of men” 
with the “descendants of Seth” and the 
descendants of Cain” is without demon- 
strable warrant. The writer knows this 
for he uses the words ‘evidently” and 
“apparently.” He then goes ahead to 
draw a second inference based on the 
first inference which can in no way be 
proven. To construct doctrine in this 
fashion is at best a questionable pro- 
cedure. 

In the second place, by what type of 
logic can the inference be drawn that 
since these people had demoralized homes, 
the intermarriage of dissimiliar groups, 
either moral, cultural, or physical, is 
“contrary to the purpose and will of 
God”? The only dissimilarity between 
these which the solid evidence of the pas- 
sage suggests is moral, not cultural or 
physical. And one could as well argue 
that it was “contrary to the purpose and 
will of God” for Hezekiah to have mar- 
ried a Jewish wife because the union 
resulted in all the demoralization caused 
by Manasseh! Or, contrariwise, one 
might likewise argue that since Timothy 
resulted from the union of a Greek and 
a Jewess, it is therefore the will of God 
that all Greeks should marry Jews, and 
vice versa. 

Family demoralization is as marked in 
the unions of people who are culturally 
and physically alike as it is in those who 
are unlike. The whole argument here is 


questionable inference based on que:tion- 
able inference then the addition of ele- 
ments which in no way enter the passage, 
and finally an application to a contem- 
porary situation about which the passage 
has nothing to say. 

If this is the way to interpret the ‘only 
infallible rule of faith and practice” in 
determining the will of God for our time, 
then we might as well seek guidance in 
Alice in Wonderland! 


After the Flood 

The next passage brought in as a bib- 
lical witness to segregation as the will of 
God is the story of the spreading of the 
race over the globe after the flood, de- 
scribed in Genesis 9:18-29. The writer 
admits that since these all came from a 
common father, Noah, and since the 
fountainhead of these groups was com- 
posed of three blood brothers in the same 
family, the story affirms “the unity of the 
race.” He goes on, however, to argue 
that since Providence determined “the 
climatic and other physical conditions 
under which many successive generations 
of the several racial groups should live,” 
Providence “is thereby equally respon- 
sible for the distinct racial characteristics 
which seem to have become fixed in pre- 
historic times, and which are chiefly re- 
sponsible for the segregation of racial 
groups across the centuries and in our 
time.” 


To say that Providence is responsible 
for developing the characteristics which 
have kept racial groups apart is something 
quite other than saying that Providence 
has willed the separation. Could one 
argue that since God willed the different 
physical characteristics between two men, 
one of whom is a physical giant who has 
frightened the other who is physically 
slight, that it is therefore the will of God 
that these two men should live always in 
isolation from each other? Obviously, it 
is the difference in physical characteris- 
tics which is “chiefly responsible for the 
segregation” of these two men, and God 
is responsible for these physical differ- 
ences. Can we, therefore, necessarily 
conclude that he wills that they remain 
apart? It might well be that although 
God has willed the differences which are 
responsible for keeping them apart, it is 
also his will that under the sway of his 
sovereign love they should live together 
in mutual well-being. Likewise, to infer 
that because it is divinely-willed differ- 
ences which have kept us apart from 
members of other races, it is therefore an 
expression of the divine will that we 


should stay apart, is an unwarranted in- 
ference from this passage. 

Furthermore, if it is admitted that this 
passage argues the original unity of the 
race and that the differences between the 
races are merely the result of the climatic 
and physical conditions under which men 
have lived, then obviously the differences 
are the accidents of circumstance and are 
not native to man as man. Therefore, 
when in the providence of God men of 
different accidental conditions are brought 
for generations and centuries to live under 
the same climatic and physical conditions, 
it would seem reasonable that the essen- 
tial unity of the race should take prece- 
dence over the differences produced by 
the providential ordering of circum- 
stance. 


Babel and Languages 


The origin of linguistic differences at 
the Tower of Babel, as told in Genesis 
11:1-9, is the next witness called in to 
support the alleged biblical basis for 
segregation. This passage is interpreted 
as “an act of special divine Providence 
to frustrate the mistaken efforts of godless 
men to assure the permanent integration 
of the peoples of the earth.” This would 
seem to hint that racial integration was 
the thing which displeased the Almighty, 
and on which he brought his judgment. 

Such an interpretation misses the force 
of the passage entirely. There is not the 
slightest hint here that racial integration 
was involved. The drive of the passage 
indicates that man was seeking to build 
a security by his own efforts indepen- 
dently of God. The true organizing prin- 
ciple of human life is acknowledgement 
of the sovereignty of God. Unity in 
human relations can be achieved only as 
man bows in obedience to the divine will 
and lives by faith in the divine grace 
rather than by his own efforts. But man, 
because of his sin, was unwilling to do 
this. Said he: ‘Come let us build our- 
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selves a city, and a tower with its top in 
the heavens, and let us make a name for 
ourselves, lest we be scattered abroad 
upon the face of the whole earth.” 

Here it is man’s seeking of his own 
glory rather than the glory of God which 
brings judgment. ‘The passage teaches 
that the true scurce of human discord is 
man’s rebellion against God. The AI- 
mighty always scatters and destroys 
human achievement reared in defiance of 
his glory. 

The passage, therefore, has nothing 
remotely connected with the question of 
racial integregation or segregation. The 
judgment of God was not on “the mis- 
taken efforts of godless men to assure the 
permanent integregation of the peoples of 
the earth.” It was rather on human ef- 
forts to consolidate the structure of human 
society by human means rather than by 
dependence on the will and grace of God. 

Furthermore, the inference that the 
development of different languages served 
a divine purpose “in becoming one of the 
most effective means of preserving the 
separate existence of the separate racial 
groups” is wholly unwarranted.  Lin- 
guistic differences have no relation to 
racial differences whatsoever. The Chi- 
nese, whose racial stock has been pre- 
served for centuries perhaps more purely 
than any other because of their isolation 
from other groups, have almost more lin- 
guistic differences among themselves than 
the number of existing languages outside 
of China. Chinese folk living fifty miles 
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apart are frequently quite incapable of 
communicating with one another through 
speech. Linguistic differences, therefore, 
would seem to have no direct relationship 
to racial questions. 

The same is true of the Semitic peoples 
who sprung from a common racial strain 
but had a multiplicity of languages. One 
has but to look at the confusion of ton- 
gues in Europe to see an illustration of 
the same principle in the Caucasian race. 
Differences in language have contributed 
to the historic separation between the 
French and German peoples, but this 
could hardly be considered a providential 
arrangement to keep them apart. This 
is rather one of the contributing elements 
to a basic sinful structure of human dis- 
cord which is not racially rooted but 
springs out of man’s rebellion against 
God, his pride of human achievement, 
and his efforts to maintain his security 
without God, therefore at the expense of 
his brother man. 

The bearing of this whole passage is 
not on racial segregation but on the sin 
of human pride common to all races, 
which has disrupted human fellowship 
and wrought chaos throughout history. 
The biblical counterpart of this is Pente- 
cost, where the diversity of tongues is 
overcome by the Spirit’s invasion of the 
church, and the division of tongues no 
longer keeps men apart, but all hear alike 
and are reconciled in the Bcedy of Christ 
into a unity once lost by sin but now 
restored. 





Abraham’s Call 


To utilize the call of Abraham to a 
separated life (Gen. 12-25) as a warrant 
for racial segregation is to miss the whole 
significance of the biblical presentation, 
Abraham’s call to separation was based 
purely on religious rather than racial 
considerations. Circumcision was not a 
sign of his race but of his religion. When 
a non-Israelite accepted Israel’s faith, he 
became circumcised, clearly indicating 
that circumcision was a religious and not 
a racial sign. The restrictions against 
intermingling with people of other nations 
was not in the remotest sense racial; it, 
too, was religious. For Abraham was 
called to separate himself even from his 
own ‘‘country” and “kindred.” He was 
called out from those of his own racial 
stock on purely religious grounds. Sep- 
aration, for religious reasons, from mem- 
bers of one’s own race can surely have no 
bearing on racial segregation. 

Furthermore, when an alien of another 
race became a proselyte to Israel, accept- 
ing Israel’s faith and receiving the sign 
of circumcision as the seal of that faith, 
he was taken into full fellowship within 
Israel, and was even permitted to inter- 
marry with the Israelites. Here again it 
is quite plain that the separateness of the 
Israelites from other peoples was purely 
religious and not racial. Since a member 
of an alien race was brought into full 
fellowship in the Old Testament church 
when he accepted Israel’s faith, if this 
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passage has any bearing on segregation 
it is to tell us that when a man accepts 
Christ he is immediately to be brought 
into full fellowship with other Christians 
without regard to his racial origins. 

The Old Testament itself looked for- 
ward to the day when the separation be- 
tween Israel and the other nations would 
break down through a universal accept- 
ance of Israel’s God. “Blessed be Egypt 
my people, and Assyria the work of my 
hands, and Israel my heritage” (Isa. 
19:25). 

That fulfilment has come in the Chris- 
tian church, where a common faith in 
Christ makes all people God’s “‘people,” 
and calls for the abolitions of all barriers 
which violate the fellowship of a family. 

What of Leviticus 19:19, where the 
Old Testament prohibits the breeding of 
different kinds of cattle, the planting of 
mixed seeds, the mixing of wool and 
linen in a garment? Does this in any 
way suggest that “if such intermixture 
of diverse elements in the lower orders of 
animal and plant life were unseemly and 
contrary to the divine purpose, the same 
principle would apply with even greater 
force with respect to human relations” ? 

The basis of these peculiar prohibitions 
is too much shrouded in obscurity to 
draw any such conclusion from them. 
But whatever their original purpose, they 
are certainly a part of the Jewish law 
which has no meaning for Christians 
today. And since all sorts of cattle in- 
terbreeding, horticultural grafting, and 
combinations of materials in weaving are 
new perfectly legitimate from a Christian 
standpoint, it would follow that no im- 
plications may be drawn from these an- 
cient prohibitions to the current problems 
of racial segregation. 


One might as well argue on biblical 
grounds that it is wrong for a Christian 
to wear a suit that is not 100% wool, or 
to eat grapefruit which has been develop- 
ed by a process of citrus crossbreeding. 

The next witnesses brought in to give 
biblical support for racial segregation 
are Moses and Ezra in their strictures 
against mixed marriages. ‘These, how- 
ever, were not evidences of Israel’s con- 
cern for “the preservation of the purity 
and integrity cf the racial stock,” but 
religious efforts to avoid assimilation by 
pagan peoples which would mean the 
death of the true faith. So markedly is 
this true that finally the true Israel came 
to be thought of not as made up of those 
who were of the racial stock of Israel, 
but only of those within Israel who kept 
the faith. ‘Know therefore that they that 
are of faith, the same are sons of Abra- 
ham” (Gal. 3:7). 


Jesus and the Apostles 

The final biblical evidence adduced in 
support of racial segregation is the teach- 
ing of Jesus and the Apostles in the New 
Testament. What can be said from Jesus 
to bolster segregation? This: “He did 
not ignore or denounce racial distinctions 
nor did he set plans on foot to abolish 
them and to bring about amalgamation 
of the Jews and the Samaritans, or of any 
other races.” ‘Then, he told the disciples 
to go “only to the lost sheep of the house 
of Israel,” and in dealing with the Syro- 
Phoenician woman “he takes particular 
care to emphasize the different status of 
the two races, before granting her re- 
quest.” Furthermore, the Golden Rule 
of Jesus is not to be applied in a way 
“which we have reason to believe will in 
the end imperil the stability of the social 
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order and the future welfare of the race.” 

Do these considerations really need an- 
swering? Did not Jesus relate himself to 
the Samaritans, for example, in a way 
different from the ordinary Jew? Would 
he, for example, have excluded the Sa- 
maritan woman from joining with him in 
worship “‘in spirit and in truth,” thus in- 
sisting on segregating the Samaritans in 
worship on racial grounds? 

Does the Great Commission whereby 
the church is commanded to take the gos- 
pel to “all nations” throw any light on 
the temporary mission to the “lost sheep 
of the house of Israel’’? 

Was Jesus’ dealing with the Syro- 
Phoenician woman based on racial or 
religious differences ? 

Would Jesus have limited the applica- 
tion of the principle of the Golden Rule 
to situations approved by the faulty judg- 
ment of sinful men? 

Furthermore, was not Jesus’ whole at- 
titude toward life so revolutionary that 
the spirit and principles of his teachings 
had in them a dynamic to break a hun- 
dred moulds of human _ relationships 
about which he did not speak directly? 
Merely to ask these questions would seem 
to be sufficient answer. 


Peter Ate with Gentiles 


And what of Peter? To limit the sig- 
nificance of his visit to Cornelius to “the 
removal of the Jewish traditions and 
prejudices which barred the entrance of 
the Gentiles into the household of faith” 
is to stop short of the account in Acts. 
When Peter returned to Jerusalem, his 
critics did not oppose him merely because 
he had admitted Gentiles into the house- 
hold of faith. Their question was: “Why 
did you go to uncircumcised men and 
eat with them’ ? 

For Peter to do that was surely more 
revolutionary than for whites and Negroes 
to worship together in our time. Peter 
replied that since the Holy Spirit had 
given himself to the Gentiles just as he 
had to the Apostles when they believed in 
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the Lord Jesus, any man-made restric- 
tions which prevented full fellowship, 
even to eating together, would be blatant 
resistance to the Holy Spirit. “Who was 
I that I could withstand God?” said 
Peter. 

And when, later, Peter momentarily 
weakened on this position under pressure 
from others, Paul “opposed him to his 
face, because he stood condemned,” along 
with the others. And in separating them- 
selves from full fellowship with the Gen- 
tiles, it was plain to Paul that “they 
walked not uprightly according to the 
truth of the gospel,” for the gospel trans- 
cends all differences save those between 
believers and unbelievers. 

And what of Paul’s whole outlook on 
this matter? Because he did not stage 
a campaign against slavery in the Roman 
Empire, is that evidence that he favored 
it? Speaking of slavery, P. T. Forsyth 
said: “The New Testament does not 
destroy it, but its gospel does.” There 
was a dynamic in Paul’s gospel which he 
well knew would go far beyond anything 
he could do to attack the institution of 
slavery directly in his day. He would 


build a fellowship of faith which would 
end in a unity where slavery was irrele- 
vant and impossible. That would be done 
in the church first. Then, the leaven 
would seep out into the world. And that 
is exactly what happened! Now, all that 
the church today is asked to do is to per- 
mit the dynamic of this same gospel 
which has eradicated slavery to eradicate 
the enforced separation between brothers 
of the faith which makes it impossible 
for them to worship and serve together. 
Would Paul oppose this? He custom- 
arily began his work in the synagogue, 
then took his Jewish converts with him 
into a Gentile group, where a church com- 
posed of both Jews and Gentiles was 
formed. This abundantly indicates that 
Paul hadn’t the faintest idea of any prin- 
ciple of racial segregation within the 
3ody of Christ. Moreover, he was 
mobbed in the Temple by a group stirred 
up by the Jews from Asia who were quite 
familiar with his way of life, and looked 
upon him as the man who had broken 
entirely with the Jewish tradition of ex- 
clusiveness, and accused him of having 
brought a Greek into the Temple. This 
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was a false accusation, and Paul would 
not have done any such thing in the 
Temple because it was not a Christian 
church. But the fact remains that these 
Asian Jews knew that it was his custom 
to have Jews and Gentiles worship to- 
gether in his Christian churches. Fur- 
thermore, the mob listened quietly to his 
address from the barracks steps until he 
spoke the word “Gentiles,” then they 
cried, ““Away with such a fellow from the 
earth! For he ought not to live.” 

This plainly indicates that Paul’s re- 
jection of Jewish exclusivism and his 
fellowshipping with Gentiles in the 
church was the main root of their bitter- 
ness against him. How, then, can Paul 
be called in as a witness for the principle 
of racial segregation in the Christian 
church? Much more could be said to 
throw the weight of Paul on the other 
side, but space does not permit. 


A Deeper Issue 

The issue posed by the type of bib- 
lical interpretation we have been analyz- 
ing goes much deeper than the question 
of racial segregation. It involves an at- 
titude toward the Word of God and our 
method of interpreting it. In this crisis 
in the life of our church, which reflects 
a crisis in the life of the world, the Holy 
Spirit is forcing us to a choice. And that 
choice involves nothing less than obe- 
dience or disobedience to the Word of 
God. Some aspects of the Word of God 
are admittedly difficult to interpret. But 
in the light of the total sweep of the bib- 
lical revelation, and in the light of the 
almost universal understanding of that 
revelation at present throughout the 
world-church, it is hardly open to ques- 
tion that the Bible sits in judgment on 
any enforced segregation of races within 
the life and worship of the church. 


When, in the face of the almost uni- 
versal testimony of the church in our 
time, we are willing to utilize such highly 
questionable methods of interpreting the 
Bible to bolster a dying tradition, it is 
time to face squarely the question: Are 
we willing to hear the living Word of 
God in the Bible, or is our fear of God 
“a commandment of men learned by 
rote’? Would it not be theologically, 
psychologically, and morally better to 
grant the judgment of God’s Word on this 
question, but frankly to admit that our 
sinfulness makes us unwilling to obey it, 
than to clothe tradition in the sanctity of 
an alleged divine approval ? 


“What do you think? A man had two 
sons; and he went to the first and said, 
‘Son, go and work in the vineyard today.’ 
And he answered, ‘I will not’; but after- 
ward he repented and went. And he went 
to the second and said the same; and he 
answered, ‘I go, sir,’ but did not go. Which 
of the two did the will of his father?” 
They said, “The first” (Matt. 21:28-31). 


What do we say? 
THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK 
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SEGREGATION SELLS AMERICA SHORT 


OR the record, I am a lifelong South- 

erner who thinks far more highly of 
Southern people than of segregation. Yet 
J am glad, despite the clash in our views, 
that Dr. Gillespie has written so frankly 
what his heart has led him to say. So 
far as I can see, there is, as Jonathan 
Daniels once said of his own father, ‘“‘not 
one bigot’s beam in his eye.” His honesty 
and plain language I can only applaud. 

It is one thing, however, to avoid bigo- 
try and a very different thing to find and 
tell the truth—especially about a matter 
so many-sided and packed with emotion 
as this one happens to be. The facts 
about it are sometimes hard to get and 
harder still to face, so that to ask a native 
white Southerner to be strictly scientific 
about segregation is a bit like asking a 
man with a crushed right arm to think 
in a cool, objective way about a surgeon’s 
recommendation that the arm be am- 
putated. 

I make no claim, myself, that I can 
perform this feat with an infallible eye. 
Some facts about this problem I do not 
know and some I am in no position, being 
a white man, to weigh without bias. 
Robert E. Speer used to tell of a Chinese 
speaker who said soberly: “There are 
five great races. ‘There are the black 
colored race, the white colored race, the 
brown colored race, and the red colored 
race, and then there are we Chinese, the 
skin colored race.” 

That Chinese may not have been prej- 
udiced, but I confess that I probably am 
—in more ways than one. 

Twenty-five years ago I was quite sure 
that I wasn't. Like Dr. Gillespie, I grew 
up believing that the race problem in our 
region was all neatly settled, and that 
having settled it by segregation we need 
not bother cur heads about it any more. 
But after long and careful study, and 
after talking with hundreds of Negroes in 
many walks of life, I have come to see 
this belief as one I can no longer hold. 


Tragic Position 

For those who think differently I have 
no blame whatever. It is not my purpose, 
in writing these words, to condemn any- 
body for anything. Our fathers who 
began the segregation system were neither 
tyrants nor monsters. By and large, they 
were good and honest high-minded men. 
Toward handling an agonizing and dif- 
ficult situation they did what they were 
sure was best for both races, and in so 
doing they did not saddle the South with 
a system that automatically makes of us 
today either tyrants or monsters. 
_ But having said this much I must also 
DR. MARION was the first secretary of Chris- 
tian Relations for the Presbyterian Church, 
U. S. He has served several distinguished 
Pastorates, now at Bon Air, Va. 
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By JOHN H. MARION 


In addition to the biblical bases 
of the Gillespie paper, dealt with 
by Dr. Miller, Dr. Marion has been 
requested to discuss some of the 
other claims supported by Dr. Gil- 
lespie to justify racial segregation. 


say that I think many of my fellow- 
Southerners, while they are the salt of 
the earth in many ways, are nevertheless 
being led by their racial views to an 
unsound and tragic position. Their be- 
lief in the wisdom and fairness of seg- 
regation, though profoundly sincere, can- 
not be squared with a big body of facts 
which science and events have brought 
to light. 

In this respect they are not unlike the 
Apostle Paul. In his letter to Philemon, 
Paul found no fault with the social sys- 
tem under which Philemon held One- 
simus as a slave. He apparently accepted 
the pattern of slavery then in vogue, and 
the fact that he never condemned it was 
widely used by many of our Christian 
fathers a hundred years ago in their bitter 
struggle to preserve slavery in the South. 
Yet Paul’s sincerity in bidding slaves be 
“obedient to their masters” is nowadays 
viewed by almost nobody as a proper 
ground for defending human slavery. He 
stood for kindness and love within the 
framework of slavery, but most of us now 
agree that kindness and love within the 
cramping and shaming shackles of that 
system were not enough. We now see 
that it was neither democratic nor fully 
Christian merely to play the game of 
slavery by the humane rules that many of 
our fathers followed. The game itself 
was wrong and no amount of playing 
it by even the most decent rules could 
make it right. 


Basic Flaw 


It is not too different, as many of us 
see it now, with the segregation system 
today. The basic flaw in Dr. Gillespie’s 
position is not that he wants to play the 
game of race relations by inhumane or 
brutal rules—he doesn’t. The trouble is 
that he is so molded by his early training 
that he cannot bring himself to look with 
impartial eyes at the spiritual flaw at the 
heart of the game itself. The result is 
that, beginning with the tacit but not 
necessarily sound assumption that seg- 
regation is good because so many good 
people defend it, he is driven to plead 
for its continuance on the basis of a high- 
ly dubious array of arguments which 
either distort history and Scripture or 
ignore the glaring moral weakness of the 
whole blighting and wasteful system. 

For example, he makes at the outset a 
sweeping statement which he appears to 
assume that nobody could doubt but 


which actually will not stand up under 
close examination. This has to do with 
what he calls the “crux of the whole 
problem.” He says that our choice is 
“between the Anglo-Saxon ideal of racial 
integrity maintained by a consistent ap- 
plication of the principle of segregation, 
and the Communist goal of amalgamation 
implemented by the wiping out of all dis- 
tinctions and the fostering of the most 
intimate contact between the races in all 
the relations of life.” 

This, quite bluntly, is scare talk of 
the most evasive and misleading sort. 
Our choice in reality is nothing so limited 
as he contends. I have no doubt that 
Dr. Gillespie believes every word he says, 
but in so doing he is giving support to at 
least two popular myths. Maybe more. 

There is the idea, plainly suggested by 
his choice of words, that non-segregation 
must be a bad or un-American policy be- 
cause the Communists like it and use it. 
Actually, what the Communists think 
about it is beside the point. Nobody 
would argue that we Americans ought to 
give up good music, or quit driving cars, 
because the Communists also enjoy good 
music and ride in automobiles. 


It is true, of course, that the Commu- 
nists are now using their belief in non- 
segregation to win supporters and con- 
verts among the dark-skinned peoples of 
the world—a strategy they find very ef- 
fective because, for some strange reason, 
the dark-skinned peoples everywhere like 
to be treated as equals. But, again, a 
policy is not necessarily bad because 
some people use it for selfish ends. 
Baskets of food have been used to buy 
votes with, but that doesn’t mean that the 
food was evil and therefore nobody should 
eat any food. Just so, a policy of non- 
segregation—like anything else—deserves 
to be considered on its merits, quite apart 
from the aims or politics of the people 
who favor it. 

Another myth wrapped up in Dr. Gil- 
lespie’s statement is the assumption that 
a policy of non-segregation in our schools, 
or in places of public assembly, would 
lead to the “wiping out of all distinc- 
tions” which in turn would lead to “‘inti- 
mate contacts” that would bring about 
the fusing of all races into one. This be- 
lief rests more on fear than on fact. 
There is no evidence whatever for as- 
suming that the practice of a color-blind 
democracy in our civic life would bring 
about the abolition of all distinctions be- 
tween individuals and groups in our per- 
sonal relationships. 





Even a casual tour of those states 
where non-segregation has long been al- 
lowed in the public schools should be 
enough to convince Dr. Gillespie that “all 
distinctions” have nct been wiped out, 
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and he could find no proof that the day 
will ever come when they will be. In the 
North and West both Negroes and whites 
retain their freedom of personal choice, 
and in those social circles where intimate 
contacts occur both groups have all the 
power they need to practice whatever dis- 
crimination they desire. The fact that 
boys and girls of different ethnic groups 
attend the same school does not mean that 
the girls of any group have to marry, or 
even have dates, across any sccial lines 
they choose to draw. To any young man 
who so proposes, they can always say no. 

And the same thing is true in our 
Southern states, where what amounts to 
a policy of non-segregation for different 
groups of white pupils has long prevailed. 
For some seventy-five years or more, in 
our white schools, the daughters of the 
“Colonel’s ladv” and the son of “Judy 


O’Grady” have sat side by side in many 
a classroom. They have played together 
and eaten together. But if Dr. Gillespie 
thinks that all distinctions have thereby 
been abolished, or that deplorably inti- 
mate contacts have necessarily followed, 
he should take another look at our South- 
ern communities. Perhaps nowhere on 
earth are social lines mcre strictly drawn 
than in many areas of the South, and 
those lines, no matter who goes to what 
school, can be as rigid as individuals 
choose to make them. 


“Brown Americans” 

What looks like a third myth in Dr. 
Gille pie’s statement is the old and wide- 
ly-held belief that ‘“‘racial integrity” is 
best preserved by “a consistent applica- 
tion of the principle of segregation.” 
Here again there are countless facts— 





ow this Bible may 
make Easter a turning 
point in someone's life 


Regular reading of the Bible has marked 
a turning point in many a life. Yet, too 
often, out-of-date language discourages 
our attempts at day-by-day Bible reading. 

This Easter you can give those you love 
a Bible they'll turn to twice as often be- 
cause it’s written in the easy-to-read lan- 
guage of today: the Revised Standard 
Version. 


A Bible for the family 
that already has a Bible 
The RSVB preserves the timeless beauty 
of the King James Version, yet frees it 
from outdated expressions that are hard 
to understand. And the RSVB is based 
on the most authoritative manuscripts— 
some earlier than any previously known. 
It is in a sense our o/dest Bible. 


The perfect Easter gift 
As this clear and powerful Bible 






16 


strengthens your loved ones’ understand- 
ing of God’s Word, it can bring them— 
perhaps for the first time—all the help 
and stimulation the Scriptures offer in 
these troubled times. 

Give your loved ones the magnificent 
Revised Standard Version for Easter 
Truly, it may be the most treasured gift 
you'll ever give. 


FREE Easter Offer. To acquaint you 
with the power and clarity of the Revised 
Standard Version of the Bible, we make 
this unique Easter offer: a leatherette book- 
mark with the beloved 121st Psalm (‘‘I lift 
up my eyes ...””) stamped in 23-kdrat gold. 
Write Thomas Nelson & Sons, Dept. 27, 
19 East 47th St., New York 17,N. Y. Offer 
limited. Write today. 


tuomas /\/exsox & SONS 


Black genuine leather, $10.00 
INustrated in full color, cloth- 
bound—only $3.25. Many 
other magnificent editions to 
$30.00. 

AT ALL BOOKSTORES 


Saget Teg 


oe 





solid and visible facts—that point to an- 
other conclusion. From the day their 
fathers came to our shores in chains, 
American Negroes have been kept as a 
group in a position of servitude and sub- 
ordination. First by slavery and then by 
segregation, they have been socially set 
apart by law, custom and taboo. Yet 
today millions of these Negroes belong 
to what Edwin R. Embree called our new 
race of “brown Americans,” and vast 
numbers of them, more tan than brown, 
have more “‘white” blood in their veins 
than African. In spite of what looks 
like a pretty consistent policy, the “racial 
integrity” of our biggest minority has 
all but disappeared; and it began to van- 
ish long before Negroes -tarted moving 
North. 

One reason for this development should 
nct be too hard to understand. Both 
slavery and segregation, by stripping 
countless Negroes of personal dignity 
and social power, have helped to create 
a condition that makes sexual exploita- 
tion of individual Negroes a much easier 
thing to practice than it would be in a 
fully democratic society. It is no doubt 
true that under segregation there has been 
less intermingling of white and Negro 
strains than there was under slavery; 
but this does not alter the fact that any 
system which makes so many members of 
one group servile, anxious, fearful and 
weak will always invite the racial mixing 
that many people abhor. 

The social integrity of any group, it 
seems clear. will always depend in part 
on how much personal integrity and self- 
respect its members are able to acquire. 
But it is naive and even preposterous to 
pretend that such integrity and self-esteem 
can be adequately fostered by a system of 
segregation which, in practice at least, 
has consigned our Negro people to a lim- 
ited corner of society, curtailed their free- 
doms and opportunities, made their color 
a badge of shame, and decreed they 
should be content with the scraps and 
left-overs and hand-me-downs of a white 
man’s world. 

If Dr. Gillespie wants what he says 
he wants, he should be pleading, not for 
segregation, but for the kind of dignified 
and truly equal status for Negroes that 
would make racial integrity a far more 
feasible and attainable thing to both 
whites and Negroes than it is now. Even 
so, it would seem a little late in the day 
to try to save the racial integrity of some 
thirteen million Americans by even so 
fair a method. 


Mixed Racial Stocks 

In assuming, too, that racial integrity 
is a worthy goal—a goal to be sought and 
defended in spite of the high cost of seg- 
regation—Dr. Gillespie takes his stand 
again on ground that science and history 
have shown to be sinking sand. “The 
intermingling of breeding stock,” he 
says, “results invariably in the produc- 
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tion of ‘scrubs’ or mongrel types, and the 
downgrading of the whole herd.” If I 
understand this sort of language in this 
connection, his argument is that any min- 
gling of white and Negro blood results 
invariably in human beings who are 
somehow not as high-grade as those in- 
dividuals who are wholly Caucasian or 
wholly African. This notion is not cnly 
offensive to many fine and able Ameri- 
cans who happen to be mulattoes—it is 
so false to the facts that Negroes of mixed 
blood might well be pardoned if they took 
it as an insult. 

No anthropologists or biologists that 
I know of, except those of the counterfeit 
sort who concocted for political purposes 
Hitler's theory of a master race, today 
support the belief that the mixing of 
various racial stocks necessarily pro- 
duces biologically inferior people. That 
belief, by any test of science, is pure fic- 
tion. 

The real facts, our scientists say, are 
these: in all three major divisions of the 
human family—the Caucasoid, the Ne- 
groid, and the Mongoloid—there are both 
good and bad strains, but none of these 
major groups has a monopoly of either 
kind. To mix the inferior strains within 
either group tends to produce (from the 
standpoint of biology and eugenics) in- 
ferior children; and likewise to mix in- 
ferior strains across ethnic or racial lines 
tends also to produce inferior children. 
But to mix the better strains, either inside 
a single group or across group lines, is 
to produce superior biological specimens 
whose vigor of mind or body endows 
them, very often, with capacities for ex- 
traordinary brilliance and achievement. 

In the American Negro, which he calls 
“the best-known example of the Negro- 
white cross,” M. F. Ashley Montagu, 
professor of anthropology at Rutgers Uni- 
versity, says that ‘‘we are developing a 
distinctively new ethnic type. This type, 
there is every reason to believe, is a per- 
fectly good one by the measure of bio- 
logical goodness or fitness.” And he 
adds, “I am fully convinced that the 
whole notion of disharmony as a result 
of ethnic crossing is a pure myth.” 

One doesn’t have to be a trained scien- 
tist to test the truth of this. All anyone 
has to do is to look with unbiased eyes 
at many people in our society. To use 
Dr. Gillespie’s own term, we can find 
plenty of rather “‘scrubby” specimens 
among the Anglo-Saxon group whose 
Caucasian blood is wholly undiluted, and 
on the other hand we can find numberless 
Anglo-Africans cr mulattoes of other 
kinds whose plainly superior endowments 
and abilities have in countless ways en- 
riched and made stronger our civilization. 
Of the latter group (and it’s a big one), 
persons like Marian Ander-on, E. Frank- 
lin Frazier, Channing Tobias and Larry 
Dobv stand out as conspicuous examples, 
and if Dr. Gillespie chooses to call them 
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mcngrels I can only say that our world 
at the moment could use to good advan- 
tage any number of such ‘“‘mongrels” of 
the same quality. 


Pride on a Precipice 

This being so, to look upon segregation 
as a normal, wholesome fruit of a sound 
race pride—as we are told it is—is some- 
thing many of us could never do. I see 
no reason why pride of race cannot be 
a good thing, and I think it sometimes has 
been. But no pride is good which, in the 
process of keeping its own head high, has 
the effect of dragging another’s pride in 
the dust. Human pride, it would seem, 
is a virtue that stands ever poised on the 
brink of a precipice, and there are signs 
in plenty that both race pride and family 
pride can slip over the edge and plunge 
into a moral abyss without knowing it. 

If as a member of a Southern family, 
for example, I take pride in what its 
members have achieved in the realms of 
character and social service, and if I let 
this pride spur me on to do better things 
than I would have done otherwise, then 
my pride may be called a good and crea- 
tive thing. But if I smugly assume that 
cnly my family can rise to such heights, 
or that other families are composed of 
biolegically inferior beings, and if I go 
further and say that I must protect my 
family’s rank and privileges by keeping 
other families segregated—shut off from 
mine, by law and custom, in such ways 
that they cannot ride where I ride, eat 
where I eat, or even rub elbows with me 
or my children in school or church—then 
my pride becomes a cruelly humiliating 
thing to those I despise and bar from 
my fellowship. It ceases to be a good 
and becomes an evil. 

And it is precisely that sort of false 
and dangerous pride, I think, into which 
countless white people have been betrayed 
by the unfounded belief that all white 
people are scmehow better people because 
they are white. It is one of the great 
teachings of Christianity, as I understand 
our faith, that while men do differ in 
character and ability and spiritual grace, 
yet their value and ability and character 
are never determined by what they are on 
the outside (or even by the social stand- 
ing of their ancestors) but rather by the 
state and development of their minds and 
hearts. And if that is so, then any pride 
of race which in practice weights the 
scales of opportunity and civic privilege 
in favor of any group solely because they 
are white (or because of their physical 
ancestry) can hardly be called a “‘ra- 
tional, . positive and essentially con- 
structive” thing. 








Dr. Gillespie of course may deny that 
our race-proud cult of white supremacy 
has led to this. But if he thinks that seg- 
regation doesn’t weight the scales in favor 
of white people, he should sit down and 
have a heart-to-heart talk with a sizable 
number of able and well-trained Negroes 
who’ve lived their life on the receiving 
end of segregation: men and women 
whose hearts and knuckles are sore from 
having vainly battered for years at doors 
of opportunity which segregation has 
coldly and tightly shut in their faces. 
Birds—and People 

It is true enough, as Dr. Gillespie con- 
tends, that “birds of a feather flock to- 
gether,” but just what this proves about 
people it is hard to see. It seems to me 
fantastic to assume that any such fact of 
nature can be fairly used in support of 
compulsory segregation. 

Birds and animals of all species act 
naturally, yet few would argue that what 
is natural to these sub-human creatures 
should be held up as a pattern for civil- 
ized human beings. People don’t always 
act like creatures ‘‘a little lower than the 
angels,” but as individuals made in the 
image of God they are created, presuma- 
bly, for a higher, more intelligent and 
more humane level of living than are 
animals and birds. In particular, it 
would seem that Christians who are sup- 
posedly “born again” of God’s redeeming 
grace should be a little too aware cf their 
peculiar spiritual dignity to be content 
with any merely bird-like behavior. 

But let us grant, for the sake of argu- 
ment, that Dr. Gillespie’s principle here 
is sound. His point that birds of a 
feather flock together, far from lending 
support to legal segregation, looks rather 
like a strong argument against it. If I 
understand birds at all, they flock togeth- 
er by instinct. They need no bird-made 
laws to make them mate with their kind. 
What’s more, when left to their better 
natures they don’t fly around denying the 
best things in God’s world to their fel- 
low-birds because they think they are 
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somehow superior birds. Birds of prey 
do that, but most birds don’t. I’ve never 
seen red birds chasing blue birds out of 
a tree because the red birds, it might be 
imagined, thought the blue birds unfit 
to associate with. I’ve seen various kinds 
of birds in the same tree, indeed on the 
same limb of the same tree, and I’ve seen 
them eat together in the same vard and 
drink together from the same puddle of 
water. I think it makes a prettier sight 
that way—and one much more heart- 
warming and natural—than if each bird 
drew apart with his own breed and acted 
as though he and his color of feathers 
were better than all the rest. 


Voluntary Segregation 


On the human level, I grant, there can 
be no doubt that many Southern Negroes, 
who for so long have ‘‘flocked together” in 
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school and church and business, will pre- 
fer in some areas to maintain a kind of 
voluntary segregation for many years to 
come. They will do this for their own 
protection. But if anyone fondly hopes 
that most Negroes might therefore consent 
to some type of improved segregation in 
the public schools, he is entertaining a 
delusion. For there is simply no way of 
purifying public-school segregation to the 
point where it doesn’t say in effect to the 
Negro, on behalf of all white parents, 
“Your children are not fit to go to school 
with mine.” And that biting stigma 
the Negro’s proper racial pride will never 
cease to resist. 

In Mississippi last summer, some 
eighty-five Negro leaders in that state 
were invited by Governor White to join 
in taking steps to circumvent the Su- 
preme Court’s decision of last May. They 
refused so firmly that the Governor, by 
his own admission, was “completely 
shaken.” And their stand reflects the 
position of responsible Negro leaders in 
all our Southern states. 

This doesn’t mean that all Negroes go 
along with them. Ending segregation, for 
some, might mean the loss of jobs or 
money or influence. Others wish to keep 
it because, understandably, they don’t 
want to be kicked in the teeth. But so 
far as educated and more thoughtful Ne- 
groes are concerned, they are practically 
unanimous in wanting no part of public 
segregation. ‘They know first-hand that 
while they and their people have made 
progress under it, much of the progress 
has come in spite of the system, at the 
price of untold anguish and tears. They 
are quite sure that millions of Negroes 
would ‘have made far greater progress if 
segregation had never existed, and they 
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are therefore convinced that not till our 
present system is laid aside will our racia} 
pattern be worthy of Christian people, 
worthy of a great republic, and worthy of 
the best traditions of our Southern society. 

I see no reply to this except to admit 
that they are right. The brotherhood 
of man is not an Anglo-Saxon institution, 
and because it isn’t, segregation—for 
much too long—has been selling America 
short. It is selling the South short. Our 
region is a far better place than segrega- 
tion makes it out to be; Dr. Gillespie is 
a far better man than his defense of seg- 
regation makes him appear; and most 
Southerners are better people, at heart, 
than our racial system allows us to act 
toward our Negro citizens. 





Greatness Is Needed 

It will undoubtedly come hard for 
many of us to put away, once and for all, 
this antique and outworn racial arrange- 
ment. The process will call upon us for 
wisdom and grace, and for courage and 
patience and endless goodwill But the 
task is not beyond us, and in this “time 
for greatness” I believe we can tap the 
greatness we need to carry it through. 

In my own heart anyway, I’m sure that 
we can never stand before the world in 
cur true light, as believers in God and 
man and the American Dream, as long 
as we permit segregation to eclipse the 
better side of ourselves and our heritage. 

To believe and hope that we can is to 
make a child’s wish for the moon seem 
solid realism by comparison. 


Scottish Bishop Praises 
Work of American Laity 


ABERDEEN, SCOTLAND (RNS)—Ameri- 
can churchgoers have a “greater enthu- 
siasm for the welfare of their church” 
than the British laity, Herbert Hall, 
Episcopal Bishop of the United Diocese 
of Aberdeen and Orkney, told a meeting 
of the Diocesan Council here. He re- 
cently returned from a visit to the United 
States. 

‘The ‘keenness’ of the laity is definitely 
a real and outstanding feature of Amer- 
ican church life,’ Bishop Hall said, 
“and their generosity in offerings has to 
be seen to be believed. 

“In addition, men of the parish do every- 
thing connected with the services and see 
to it that visitors are escorted to the 
church house or hall afterward to be in- 
troduced to church members and served 


coffee while the women frequently provide 
breakfasts and lunches.” 
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The Christian and the Social Order 


By ERNEST TRICE THOMPSON 


Sunday School Lesson for March 27, 1955 
Matt. 5:13-16; Rom. 13:8-10; 1 Peter 4:12-16 


There are differences of opinion in the 
church regarding the application of the 
gospel to complex life situations of our 
time. Some are so concerned with the 
salvation of souls and the development 
of individual piety that social applica- 
tions of the gospel seem irrelevant, if not 
inimical to the true mission of the church. 
Others recognizing the prime importance 
of the individual, hold that salvation is 
both individual and corporate and that 
the church must seek to bring the whole 
of life under the royal dominion of Christ. 
Some believe that the courts of the church 
and ministers, in their official capacity, 
have no right to speak on any contro- 
versial public issue on which the member- 
ship of the church is divided. Others, 
feeling that loyalty to Christ compels 
them to speak, are not willing to accept 
such restrictions on their utterances. 

Which of these two views accords more 
nearly with the teaching of Christ and 
his apostles ? 


1. You Are the Salt of the Earth, 
Matt. 5:13 


‘“‘You”—not the political and economic 
and religious leaders of the nation, but 
you, common people, men and women in 
every walk of life who seek to live in 
accordance with my way—‘‘You are the 
salt of the earth,” Jesus said. He did 
not say you ought to be, or that you 
will be in some later age or in some 
future life, but “You are the salt of the 
earth”—now, when so many problems 
perplex and when so many dangers 
threaten. 

Jesus was speaking to a little group 
of men in an obscure corner of the Ro- 
man Empire. To speak of this insig- 
nificant company as the salt of the earth 
would have been laughable in any other. 
“But in that little company,” writes 
Greenhough, “he saw the womb of the 
future. He saw the ever-increasing host 
of faithful men and women who would 
gather around him as these had done. 
He saw his own sweetness and light car- 
ried by renewed lives innumerable into 
the dark and putrid places of humanity. 
He saw himself magnified and reproduced 
everywhere. He saw morning breaking 
for all the world in the lamp which he 
had kindled. He spoke not to these 
twelve men alone. He spoke to his own 
through all generations. The words are 
in our ears. They speak to our hearts 
and consciences. If we believe in him 
they belong to us. If we love him, they 
are true of us. You are the salt of the 
earth,” 

Salt has two functions—to season and 
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to preserve. The first function is to sea- 
son. Salt gives food taste and saves it 
from being flat and insipid. As a child 
once explained, “Salt is what makes food 
taste bad when you don’t put it in.” The 
function of the Christian is to season life, 
so that men everywhere shall find it purer, 
lovelier, more enjoyable, cleaner for the 
saving salt of their character. 

Some think that religion is a kill-joy. 
Some Christians have indeed made the 
mistake of opposing simple joys that are 
perfectly innocent in themselves. On the 
other hand there are some sensual pleas- 
ures, some social amusements, some at- 
tractive vices that finally destroy happi- 
ness and are inconsistent with true 
Christian living. But the religion of 
Jesus does not make life insipid; it makes 
it pleasant, rich and satisfying, not for 
some men only, but for all men every- 
where. Life without the Christian vir- 
tues, as we have come to see more clearly 
in recent years, becomes a life that is 
intolerably cruel. As followers of Christ, 
it is our duty to make life wholesome and 
zestful not only for our own children 
but for children in the slums, not only 
for American children but for children 
in Asia and in Africa. 

Salt not only seasons, it also preserves. 
It destroys germs and prevents decay. 
That function was more in evidence in 
Jesus’ day, when there was not artificial 
ice and no electric refrigeration, than it 
is in our own. 

Agents of decay are working today to 
destroy the character of individuals, to 
undermine the foundations of our family 
life, our economic life, or political life, 
and to spoil international understanding. 
The Christian virtues alone can preserve 
our civilization. Political remedies will 
not suffice, military strength is not 
enough, the organization of the world for 
peace is not the final answer. Germs 
which destroy the health of humanity 
must be destroyed; society must become 
wholesome and healthy for all. 

But there is a danger that the salt 
will lose its savor. Chemically this is 
not possible, but practically it often hap- 
pened in Palestine that the salt was mixed 
with dirt, and became, therefore, quite 
worthless. So the Christian often does 
not affect his environment but is instead 
affected by his environment; he does not 
transform the world but is conformed to 
the world. Salt that had become corrupt 
was good neither for the land nor for the 
dunghill; it could neither fertilize nor 
purify; and as a troublesome, harmful 
thing it would be cast into the roadway, 
where it could not do much harm, there 


to be trodden under foot of men. That 
was the doom which Jesus warned might 
befall the church if it failed to fulfill its 
function in the world. It has happened 
over and over again as Jesus predicted. 
Thousands, millions have turned against 
the church in recent generation, not be- 
cause it was salt, but because in their 
estimation it had become a narcotic; not 
because it destroyed the agents of decay, 
but because it taught men to accept in- 
justice in the world and to live in hopes 
of a better life only in the world to come. 

For some, we are forced to admit, re- 
ligion has become an opiate; but those 
who follow Christ’s way of life are the 
salt of the earth and 


ll. The Light of the World, 
Matt. 5:14-16 


The world, Jesus intimates, is now 
enveloped in darkness. Certainly that 
is true in our own day. We did not 
realize it so clearly a generation ago, but 
we recognize it now. Somehow we have 
missed the way; and science, education, 
industry, military victory, even world 
organization do not guarantee that we 
shall find it. “You are the light of the 
world,” said Jesus to his disciples. 

What a lamp is to a home—to the one- 
roomed cottage of the Oriental peasant— 
that the Christian is to the world. He, 
and he alone, has that truth about God 
and man which can dispel the darkness 
of the world’s ignorance and sin and 
can lighten the way that leads to peace 
and security for all mankind. 

“A city set on a hill cannot be hid. 
Nor do men light a lamp and put it under 
a bushel, but on a stand, and it gives 
light to all in the house.” So the Chris- 
tian’s life cannot be concealed, whether 
he fails or whether he succeeds, whether 
he is little or whether he is great. A 
Christian who falls into sin attracts more 
attention than a non-Christian; a fol- 
lower of Christ who shuts his heart 
against human need arouses hatred 
against the cause of Christ; a member of 
the church who cannot overcome his racial 
prejudice jeopardizes the cause of Christ 
among tinted peoples everywhere. 

On the other hand every true Christian 
helps to lighten the way. As Dr. Mer- 
rill points out: “Christianity has spread 
through the shining lights, Brooks, Drum- 
mond, Moody, Wesley, Luther, Wyclif, 
Saint Francis and a host of others, who 
shine like great beacons that cannot be 
hid. But it has spread at least as much, 
probably far more, through the simple 
candlelight in innumerable homes. Not 
every Christian can build a city on a 
hill; but every Christian can light a 
candle,” that in his corner of the earth 
at least the darkness shall not fall. 

How can a Christian fulfill his mis- 
sion? Not mainly or chiefly by the words 
which he speaks, though Jesus did not 
underestimate the power of words, but 
by the life which he lives. “Let your 
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your Father who is in heaven.” We 
reveal God most clearly in the world, 
we spread the light most effectively, when 
we live lives that reflect the spirit of 
Christ and that will lead men to glorify 
the God and Father of us all. 


Ill. Love One Another, Rom. 13:8-10 

In Romans thirteen Paul apparently 
started out to deal with the matter of fi- 
nancial obligation, when he thought of 
a debt which we can never fully dis- 
charge. It was the debt of love, a debt 


that we owe because God has first loved 
us, so loved us that he gave his only 
begotten Son, and because we cannot love 
God in return without loving our fellow- 
men. 

Love fulfills the law, because it fully 
realizes the purpose of the law, which 


MINISTERIAL 
MENTION 


CHANGES 

Frank R. Elder. who has been interim 
pastor at the Miami Shores (Fla.) church, 
to Box 357, Glendale Ohio. 

B. Frank Moss, Jr., Huntingdon, N. Y., 
has accepted a call to the North church, 
Denver, Colo., effective in May. Herbert 
Booth Smith, interim pastor, will serve 
the Indianola church, Columbus, Ohio. 

Albert Sidney Johnstone. Richmond, 
Va., will serve as interim pastor of the 
Natchez, Miss., church. 

J. Henry Warren from Wichita, Kan., 
to Atkinson, Neb. 

Theodore F. Romig of the McCormick 
Seminary faculty, Chicago, has been 
elected secretary of the division of ecu- 
menical personnel of the Presbyterian, 
USA, Board of Foreign Missions. Before 
taking up his present work he was a 
missionary in Central China. 

Charles A. Sthreshley from Brussels, 
Belgium, to APCM, Luebo, Congo Belge, 
Africa. 

Herman R. Schuessler from Eminence, 
Ky., to 1605 Franklin, Lexington, Mo. 

Robt. W. Odell from FPO, New York, 
to Post Chapel, Marine Corps Schools, 
Quatitico, Va. 

J. V. N. Talmage from APO to Chulla 
Namdo, Kwangju, Yangnim-Dong. #226, 
Korea. 


DEATHS 

Anna Rodgers (Mrs. Geo. W.) Wright, 
one of the early Presbyterian mission- 
aries to the Philippine Islands, died Feb. 
23 in Duarte, Calif. 


NATIONAL MISSIONS 

Frank E. Kemer, a former Federal 
Bureau of Investigation agent of New 
York, has been named trust officer in the 
division of treasury of the Presbyterian. 
USA, Board of National Missions. 


DCEs 

Ann Fitzgerald, formerly director of 
Christian education in the First church, 
Richmond, Va., is now serving the First 
church. Newport News, Va. 
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can never be perfectly carried out by mere 
external conformity to positive regula- 
tions. The law forbids any injury to a 
neighbor’s family, person or property. 
The man who loves will never cherish any 
such desire or commit any such offense. 
He will even go beyond these prohibi- 
tions, for he will recognize positive ob- 
ligations to seek his neighbor’s good. As 
Hastings has pointed out: ‘Love alone 
can take account of all the cases that 
occur in human life, of all men and their 
actions, all their surrounding circum- 
stances and peculiarities and provide 
completely and suitably for all. 

In a notable speech before the U.S. 
Senate, Senator H. W. Fulbright said a 
few years ago: 

“One of the most disturbing aspects of 
this problem of ethical conduct [in pre- 
sent-day America] is the revelation that 
among so many influential people morality 
has become identical with legality... . 
Scandals in government are not a new 
phenomenon in our history. What seems 
to be new about these scandals is the moral 
blindness or callousness which allows 
those in responsible positions to accept 
the practices which the facts reveal.” 

Senator Fulbright suggested as a par- 
tia] remedy the appointment of a commis- 
sion of eminent citizens to formulate a 
code of ethical standards of conduct in 
public affairs. No doubt this would help. 
Some might be pricked in conscience. 
There would be a standard by which men 
might be judged, and public sentiment 
would require some measure of con- 
formity to the standard. But the problem 
would be solved even better if Christians 
who set the standards in business and 
political life would seek to live up to the 
ideals set forth by Jesus and by Paul. 


IV. Be Ready to Suffer—as a Chris- 

tian, 1 Peter 4:12-16 

Some purveyors of a superficial reli- 
gion suggest that God exists to serve our 
interests, and that the practice of Chris- 
tianity—‘‘positive thinking’—leads to 
inevitable popularity and success. Peter 
held out no such hope to the Christians 
of his day. “Beloved,” he writes, “do 
not be surprised at the fiery ordeal which 
comes upon you to prove you, as though 
something strange were happening to 
vou.” A Christian, he held, should ex- 
pect trial and tribulation in the world. 
He was writing at a time when the 
Christians were a very unpopular minor- 
itv in the midst of an increasingly hos- 
tile society. His words are especially 
applicable to Christians living behind 
the Iron Curtain, but they hold real 
meaning for us all. A Christian who 
attempts to carry the Christian ideal into 
the whole of life will arouse resentment 
and at times persecution from those whose 
prejudices are touched, or whose inter- 
ests are threatened. 

“Rejoice,” says Peter, “in so far as 
you share Christ’s sufferings.” He in- 
timates here that Christian disciples are 
required to add their sufferings to those 


of the Savior and by so doing help him 
to bring in the final spiritual victory, 
We are to rejoice, says Peter, in the midst 
of such suffering because we know that 
it is the prelude to future glory (vs. 13; 
cf. II Timothy 2:11-13; Romans 8:18),j 
We are to rejoice, in the second place, 
because “if you are reproached for the 
name of Christ . . . the spirit of glory and 
of God rests upon you” (vs. 14), or as 
Moffatt translates the verse, ‘‘for then the 
Spirit of glory and power, the Spirit of 
God himself is resting on you.” In his 
commentary, Dr. Moffatt interprets this 
to mean “ a revelation of God‘s glory 
and power (the presence of God in glo- 
rious power) which inwardly rewards and 
rallies you.” This is an experience 
which is possible to all Christians and 
can be understood only by one who hag 
had it. 

It is understood, of course, that there 
is no reward for a Christian in this life 
or the next if he suffers “as a murderer, 
or as a thief or a bad character or a 
revolutionary” (Moffatt). The word 
which Moffatt translates as “revolution- 
ary” is a strange word, apparently coined 
by Peter. In the Asv it is translated “as 
a meddler in other men’s matters”: in 
he kSv it becomes ‘a mischief maker.” 
According to most commentators, “it 
probably refers to the charge of being 
busybodies, interfering in the affairs of 
others. In their zeal for purity and 
truth, Christians may not infrequently 
have been indiscreet and exasperated their 
neighbors by officious attempts to reform 
their morals or eradicate their heathen 
superstitions.” Christians may indeed 
arouse resentment by attempting to im- 
pose their ideals of life and conduct upon 
their non-Christian neighbors; or it may 
be one segment of the church which seeks 
to impose its narrow ideals upon the 
whole of society. 

Moffatt, however, thinks that “revolu- 
tionary” answers to the sense of the con- 
text better than any allusion to indiscreet 
interference or meddling tactics. “A 
Christian,” he says, “especially under the 
influence of apocalyptic hopes might in- 
cur the suspicion of treason by encourag- 
ing disobedience among slaves, for ex- 
ample, or by sympathizing with revolu- 
tionary movements in exasperation 
against the persecuting authorities. The 
risk of an extreme left wing among 
Christians was not unfounded at this 
period.” And a few Christians at other 
times have been tempted to take part in 
revolutionary activities that a better so- 
ciety might be brought in in a hurry. 

Followers of ‘Christ are the salt of the 
earth, they are the light of the world. 
Thev work for a better society, they face 
the problems of their day, not in hate but 
in love, ready to suffer if need be, know- 
ing that in due time God will give them 
the Kingdom. 
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